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LETTER, 
1 A b 


WHEREIN 


The Canonical Authority of St. Mat- 
thew s Goſpel 1 is defended ; 


The Biſhop of Loxbonxy Third 
Paſtoral Letter vindicated ; 


8 AND 


The Miſrepreſentations and Forgeries con- 
tain'd in a late Pamphler, entitled, A 
Diſſertation or Enquiry concerning the 
Canonical Authority of the Goſpel accord- 
ing to St. MATTHEW, and the Reaſons 
upon which it hath been anciently rejected 
by Hereticks, are laid open to the meaneſt 
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MAD AM, 


am ſure you had never impos'd 
upon me ſo ungrateful a Task, as 

the writing this long Scroll. T 
may indeed in great meaſure blame 
| myſelf; for it was my own Dif- 
courſe led you to it. I pleaded, I remember, 
ſtrenuouſly for the Liberty of the Preſs; that 
every Perſon ſhou'd have the utmoſt Freedom to 
propoſe his Objections to any receiv'd Truth, fo 
as it be done with Decency, good Manners, 


and a Deſire of Conviction ; that Truth cou'd 


never be injur'd by Controverſy, bur like Fire 
' oppos'd to the Fury of the North Wind, the 
more it's reſiſted, the brighter it ſhines, and the 
farther it ſpreads. You cou'd by no means agree 
with me; and faid that the Pamphlet we had 
been ſpeaking of (meaning the Diſſertation, or En- 
guiry, &c. the mention of which had rais'd this 
Diſpute between us) was not at all fit to be read 
by the common People; that it wou'd unſettle 
their Minds, fill them with Doubts and Per- 
plexity, make them flight the Scriptures, and 
| fit looſe to Religion. I told you, that I hop'd 
it wou'd have the quite contrary Effect; that it 

B Wwou' d 


AD you not been very uneaſy, I 
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wou'd ſhew them the Neceſſity of looking into the 
_ Reaſons and Ground of their Faith; and that if 
they did this in carneſt, they wou'd ſoon have a 
r Regard to the Scriptures than ever, and 

e ſo fixed in their Principles, that nothing 
ſhou'd ſhake them. You replied, How cou'd 
this poſſibly be? Were the Ignorant and Illite- 
rate Judges of what the Fathers had wrote con- 
cerning the Four Goſpels, or what the ancient 
Hereticks had objected againſt them? 

I acknowledg'd, that without ſome Help 
they might not be capable of forming a right 
Judgment of what the Author of the Diſſerta- 
tion had written; but that it was very poſſible ſo 
to anſwer him, as that Perſons wholly unskill'd 
in the learned Languages might clearly ſee the 
Fallacy of his Arguments, and be fully eſtabliſh'd 


in their Belief of the Goſpel upon the moſt ra- 


tional Grounds; and that I made no doubt we 
ſhou'd, in a ſhort time, ſee ſuch an Anſwer. 
You expreſs'd ſo great a Diſtruſt of what I ſaid, 
that I repeated it with ſome Warmth ; which 
led you to ſay, that ſince I was fo poſitive it 


might be done, you hop'd I wou'd undertake it. 


The more I pleaded an Averſion to writing, and 
Incapacity for the Work, the more you urg'd it 


upon me. I was at laſt forc'd to ſubmit, and 


promiſe my Endeavour. The following Obſer- 
vations are the Reſult ; which may, I hope, leſ- 


ſen the Perplexity of your Mind on this Subject, 


till ſome Perſon who has more Leiſure, and an 
| abler Pen, ſhall perfect your Eaſe, 


> There's nothing more impoſes on Mankind 


than great Profeſſions of Sincerity, Diſintereſt- 


edneſs, and the Love of Truth. All Sorts of 
Pretenders and Quacks have experienc'd the Be- 
| g i 


nefit 
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nefit of this, and never fail to make uſe of it- 
Such is the Indolence and Lazineſs of the Ge- 
nerality of the World, that although they are 
hereby daily deceiv'd, they ſtill go on to be fo, 
and will, Jam afraid, to the End of Time. A- 

mong others, thoſe who have thought fit of late 

to write againſt the Chriſtian Revelation, have 

found their Account herein much more than in 

any, or all the Arguments they have advaned. 

They well know, that after ſuch Profeſſions; eve- 

ry thing they ſay will be eagerly fwallow'd'by 

far the moſt of their Readers, without Exatnina- 

tion; and in truth they are not deceiv'dy very 

few will be at the Pains to detect them. The 
Author you have oblig'd-me to anſwer, has not 
wholly negle&ed this Artifice ; he profeſſes the 
ſtricteſt Regard to Truth*, and wou'd make you 
believe he ſincerely aim'd at it in this Diſſerta- 

tion *, I hope that a Perſon of your Age and 
Experience 1s not to be caught with ſuch ſpeci- 

| ous Pretences, that you heed them no more than 
| the Boaſtings of a Monntebank, or the Promiſes 
= of a Courtier, and ſuſpend your Belief till you 
ſee a Performance; which may poſſibly be in 
ſome future Work of this Writer, if -he thinks 
fir to continue his Labours ; bur I am ſure is not 
to be found in the preſent. To prove this, I' 
immediately give you ſome plain Inſtances of a 
wilful Deviation from the Truth. I ſhall begin 
with his Miſrepreſentation of the Biſhop's Words 
and Thoughts. igel 
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Paſtoral Letter. Diſſertatioun. 


This (i. e. the Au- The Birth, Life, 
thentickneſs of the Death, Reſurrection 
Wri- B 2, al 

- Diüſert. p. 75, n. Diſſert. p. 65. 
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Paſtoral Letter. 
Writings 


Teſtament) is a Point 
which I touch'd upon in 
my firſt Paſtoral Letter. 
But fince that time — 


I have judg'd it expe- 


dient to enter into that 
matter more fully and 
diſtinctly, in order to 
give you a clear View 
of the Evidences both 
of the Truth and Au- 
thority of thoſe Wri- 


tings ©, 


of the New 


Diſſertation. 


and Aſcenſion of Jeſus, 
as publiſhed 'by the E- 


vangeliſts, including in 


them a great Variety of 
Facts vaſtly tranſcend. 
ing all human Powers; 
Infidels had juſt Rea- 
ſon to expect, the Let- 
ter- Writer ſhou'd have 
been more than ordina- 
narily particular in 
his Proofs concerning 


them; eſpecially as he 


undertook to enter into 
the matter so FULLY and 


_ diftinftly, as thereby to 
lay before us a clear view 
of ALL their Evidence. 


whereas having failed 
abſolutely in ſo doing, 
© {hy : . JAN 


Your Author makes the Words, more fully 
and diſtinctly, not to relate to a former Paſtoral 
Letter; and, by Sleight of Hand, conveys in 
that little inſignificant Word all, to make the 
Biſhop guilty of Failure of Promiſe. What my 
Lord lobe undertook, was to treat of the 
Authentickneſs of the Writings of the New 
Teſtament more fully and diſtin&ly than he had 
done in his firſt Paſtoral Letter, and to give 2 
clear View of the Evidences both of the Truth 
and Authority of thoſe Writings ; and it's very 
evident, 


© Third Paſtoral Let. 7. 6, 7. : Differt. 5. 12. 


(5 | 
evident, his Deſign was to do it with that Bre- 


vity which is conſiſtent with an Epiſtle, and not 
to ſpin out a voluminous Tract, which few wou'd 


—— — 
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= JI give themſelves the Trouble to read. He neither | 

ſaid that he wou'd, nor intended to give a full, 
| diftin, and clear View of all the Evidences; he | 
f well knew that cou'd not be done in a ſhort | 
. Letter to the People of his Dioceſe. What he | 
promis'd he has truly perform'd and all the Duſt | 
. this Writer has been able to raiſe, cannot obſcure 
the Evidences he has given us. | 
e | | | 
n Paſtoral Letter. Diſertation. | 
: The Things they re- The Letter - Writer 
0 corded, as ſaid and done ſeems a little raſh in 
4 by Chriſt, they heard making this a Topic of 
g from his own Mouth, Defence, That the 
p and ſaw with their own Apoſtles recorded x0- 
1 Eyes, and did not deli- thing, but what they 
d ver them upon the Re- ſaw with their own 
55 port of others *. Eyes; nothing upon 

| the Report of others f. 

ly I appeal to you, whether the Biſhyp ought 
al to be accuſed of Raſhneſs, or this Author of a 
n wilful Miſrepreſentation? Think you that the 
e Biſhop did not know, as well as this Writer, 
y that there are ſeveral Things recorded by the A- 
ſo poſtles, as ſaid and done by Chriſt when they 
W were not preſent? Bur theſe Things, he had juſt 
d Reaſon to believe, they heard from himſelf af- 
a terwards. What they have recorded therefore, 
h they partly heard from himſelf, and partly faw; 
7 which is all that my Lord of London aſſerts: 
t. e | Nor 


* Paſt, Lett. 5. 10. 


Diſſert. p. 20. 
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Nor does it appear by any thing he ſays, or is it 
in the leaſt probable, that what this Man makes 
him undertake to defend, ever once enter'd his 
Thoughts, viz. That they recorded nothing, but 
what they ſaw with their own Eyes. He pretends to 
be moſt intimately acquainted with the Biſhop's 
Sentiments : © There is not a ſingle Father quo- 
& ted by the Letter-Writer, but whom he 
& knows to have been Heterodox in Opinion, 
& and an Infidel with regard to the Eſſentials of 
& our preſent Chriſtianity . Did the Biſhop tell 
him this? or has he ever given him the leaſt Rea- 
ſon to conclude it from any thing he has ſaid? 
Unleſs therefore he brings plain Proof of this 
very extraordinary Aſſertion, it muſt paſs for 
ſomething more than a Miſtake. He intrudes 
again into the Biſhop's Thoughts, and ſays of 
him, © He knows that the facred Writings of 
ce the New Teſtament cou'd not be obtain d by 
ce the Heathens, but thro' Force and Stealth, 
& for above three hundred Years after our Savi- 
«& our's Nativity *.” Is not this a rare Secret, 
to underſtand ſo well what others know? Bur 
ſuppoſe the thing be abſolutely falſe, cou'd the 
Biſhop know that which never was? Let us ſee 
what he ſays in Support of it. Thoſe Chri- 
„ ſtians who deliver'd up their Goſpels to the 
« Heathens, tho' they did it under the utmoſt 
&« Threats of Torments and Death; yet were 
& thereafter branded with the infamous Name of 
« Traditores, i. e. Givers up, or Betrayers of 
ce the Myſteries, and for which they did ſevere 
& Penance, and were made incapable of the 
% Prieſthood.” Was ever Aſſertion better ſup- 
ported? The Writings of the New Teſtament 

5 cou' d 
b Diſſert. p. 74. U Diſlert. p. 38. See alſo p. 16. 

Diſſert. p. 38. Note in the Margin. | 


C7: 
cou'd not be obtain'd by the Heathen, but thro? 
Force and Stealth, for above three hundred Years 
after Chriſt's Birth. Why? Becauſe in the nine- 
reenth Year of the Emperor Diocleſian's Reign, 
i. e. about three hundred and four Years after the 
Birth of Chriſt, there was a Law made, that all 
the Churches of Chriſtians ſhou'd be pulld 
down, and their Books burnt; and from that 
time, thoſe Chriſtians who were ſo weak to de- 
liver up the holy Writings to be burnt by the 
Hands of the Executioner, were treated by their 
Brethren as thoſe who had fallen, and did Pe- 
nance. Is not this Demonſtration, that for above 
two hundred Years together before this, when 
there was no ſuch Law cxiſting, and no Danger of 
having their Books deſtroy'd, they cou'd not be 
obtain'd by the Heathen, but thro' Force or 
Stealth? Has he ſaid one word to ſnew, that be- 
fore this Law the Heathens were ever denied by 
Chriſtians the Peruſal of their ſacred Writings, 
or that they ever before attempted to obtain them 
thro' Force and Stealth; or that even now they 
ſought them, in order to confute them by any 
other Arguments than that of the Fire; or that 
after this they were refus'd to any ſober and in- 
quifitive Heathen, who defired to fee them for 
his own Information, and not to deſtroy them? 
May I not then well rank this Aſſertion among 
his wilful Falſhoods, when the only Fact he 
brings in Proof of it, happen'd at the very Cloſe 
of the Time he has aſſign'd? So that were it to 
the Purpoſe, it no ways diſcovers what was the 
Practice for the two hundred and forty Vears 
preceding; and there's no Perſon of ſo mean a 
Capacity, but muſt ſee that even that only Fact 
is nothing to the Purpoſe: that the Traditores fell 
under the Cenſure of the Church, not for lend- 


i 


a 
ing the ſacred Books to be perus'd and confated 
by the Heathen in their Writings, but for deli- 
vering them up to be burnt by the Hangman. 

That the primitive Chriſtians made no Secret of 
our Saviour's Hiſtory, is as evident as any Fact 
can well be. He commanded his Apoltles to 
publiſh * it to all Nations; which they accord- 
ingly did, and their Succeſſors after them. And 

had they not done ſo, how is it poſſible the Go- 

ſpel ſhou'd have been fo ſoon ſpread through the 
| World, and ſuch great Numbers made Converts 
to it? That Jews and Heathens might, if they 
pleas'd, read their ſacred Books, is ſufficient] 
clear from the Apologies made by the Chriſtians, 
and from the Dialogue of Juſtin Martyr. That 
both Celſus and Porphyry had perus'd them, is to 
be preſum'd from their writing againſt them. 
Nor do we ever hear a Complaint that any were 
debarr'd the free Ule of them. | 

Another vile Miſrepreſentation is in what he 
writes with regard to the holy Apoſtles; and in 
this he takes upon him to ſay, what the Biſhop 
docs not know, That the Apoſtles had no 
& worldly Views —— cannot be inferr'd, as the 
&« Letter-W riter injuriouſly puts it, from their 
& being conſtantly perſecuted and reproach'd; 
“e but the contrary, Shame and Puniſhment fre- 
c quently attending a too eager Purſuit after the 
„ World, never a Contempt of it. But zeither 
& does the Letter-Writer know the Apoſtles 
& were actually reproach'd and perſecuted, after 
ce they had left their own Country; and it ſeems 
% to me an ugly Reflection upon their Manners, 
& and the Doctrines they publiſh'd, to ſay they 
« ere; for (as St. Peter ſays) if they were fol- 
e Jowers of that which was good, who cou'd harm 

| | them? 
* Matth. x. 27. and xxviii. 19, 20. Mark xvi. 15. 
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* them? There cannot be a more ugly Reflection 
upon the Modeſty and Ingenuity of this Author, 
than the bare reciting this Paragraph. He ſtrong- 
ly inſinuates, that if the Apoſtles did ſuffer 
Shame and Puniſhment, it was through a too 
eager Purſuit of the World, and not a Contempt 
of it; *twas for their ill Manners, and the hurt- 
ful Doctrines they publiſh'd. And it ſeems, their 
expoſing themſelves to Perſecution, the Loſs of 
Eaſe, Liberty, and Life itſelf, to ſpread the 
Chriſtian Doctrine, is no Argument with him, 
that they had not worldly Views in the doing it. 
But to compleat all, he has the Aſſurance to 
quote St. Peter, to prove that the Propagators 
of the Goſpel cou'd not have ſuffer'd, except 
they had been Ill-doers; although that Apoſtle 
had ſuffer'd ſo ſeverely himſelf in the ſame Cauſe; 
had ſaid ſo much in this very Epiſtle, to arm the 
Chriſtians he writes to againſt the like Suffer- 
ings; and adds, in the Words immediately fol- 
lowing thoſe which he hath quoted from him, 
But and if ye ſuffer for righteouſneſs ſake, happy 
are ye; and be not afraid of their Terror, neither 
be troubled ®., A very clear Proof, that he knew 
they might ſuffer-for well-doing. But the Bi- 
ſhop, it ſeems, does not know that the Apoſtles 
were actually reproach'd and perſecuted, after 
they left their own Country; when this 22 
9 


- Man himſelf, forgetting what he has here fa 


does, in another Part of his Work, give us the 
plaineſt Reaſon, why they muſt, in every place, 
meet with Oppoſition and Perſecution; where 
he ſays, * That the publiſhing the Goſpel Hi- 
6e ſtory and Precepts, tended directly to ſubvert 
s all the religious Inſtitutions then in the World, 
« long eſtabliſh'd, and to which the ſeveral Na- 

— “ tions 


! Diſlert. 5. 24, 25 · KI Pet. iii. 14. 
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egen eie immocerntely addied . T6 
Apoſtles, he owns, knew this. If they did, 
how cou'd they act from a too cager Purſuit af- 
ter the World? What cou'd they poſſibly have 
in View, but to be treated as the Enemies of 
the Eſtabliſn'd Religion where- ever they came, 
and Diſturbers of the publick Peace? The Bi- 
ſhop, I hope, alſo knows this; and therefore 
might very reaſonably conclude, that they were 
actually treated in this manner. And ſhou'd the 
Author pretend he means, by the Apoſtles here, 
the two Evangeliſts only, St. Matthew and St. 
John; I preſume the Biſhop has alſo read, that 
St. John was actually baniſh'd to the Iſle of Pat- 
mos. But this Man, as before he made the Bi- 
thop to know what was impoſſible to be known; 
ſo here he makes him ignorant of what every 


_ *School-boy knows. Nor muſt we wonder at it; 


for he uſes St. Pay] himſelf with as little Cere- 
 mony. Paul, fays he, fairly owns himſelf ig- 
„ norant in the Greek, 2 Cor. xi. 6. which, it 
“ ſeems, tho' born in a Grecian City, by his 
« long Stay in Judea, he had in great meaſure 
ee forgot.” * Wou'd not any Perſon, unacquaint- 
ed with the Writings of St. Paul, conclude from 
hence, that he had given this Information of 
"Himſelf, in the Place cited? But is there any one 
Word, that implics either that Greek was his 
Mother Tongue, or that he had forgot it, or 
that has Relation to any one particular Language 
more than another? Is not the whole that is 
there ſaid, that he was rude in Speech, i. e. a mean 
: 5 whatever were the Language he talk d 
"mM! \ | | | 
I have laid before you theſe ſeveral plain and 
wilful Miſrepreſentations, that you may r 
„  - 
a Differt. p. 61. o Diſſert. p. 40. Murg. Mete. 
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what Credit to give your Author; in Things 
wherein you cannot ſo eaſily trace him. Not 
that I defire, even in ſuch Caſes, you ſhou'd des 
pend on my Word, any more than his: for this 
Reaſon, I ſhall always place my Authorities in 
the Margin. I know you are well ſtock'd with 
Engl and French Tranſlations of the ancient 
Aut 


ors, and hope you will conſult them. And 


where Tranſlations are wanting, Sir William's 
Library is furniſh'd with the Originals; and your 
Grandſon, I am ſure, underſtands the Languas 
ges ſufficiently to interpret them to you. 7 


The next Thing I ſhall take notice of, is the 


Character he gives the ancient Fathers.“ Par- 
« ty-Bigots, every Man of them Modellers of 
te that Religion they are brought to vindicate, 
e All know, that are ever ſo little acquainted 


« with their Writings, that they are not to be 


ce credited in the Relation ſcarce of any one 
&« ſingle Matter of Fact; for the many Negli- 
«© gences, Impertinences and Falſhoods that are 
“ found in them, eaten up, as they were, too 
with the groſſeſt Superſtitions, and carried 
away with every Notion which coincided 


“ with thoſe way eng Ds Part 
of whom, were they alive, wou'dz for their 
« Herefies, their Kyavery, and inexcuſable Ig- 
«© norance and Credulity, be the Shame and 


gRlot of their own Proſeſſionꝰ . They were 


© void, for the moſt part, of all critical Know- 
& ledge; were Hereticks, and Enemies to the 


« Catholick Church.“ 701 

Vour warm, daring Writers, that are for 
puſhing Matters ſo home, uſually contradict 
themſelves. - For it's ten to one, but their Sub- 
ject leads them to unſay in one place, what they 
„ Diſſert. p. 26, 27. q Diſſert. p. 74. 
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aſſert in another. This is the Caſe of our Au- 
thor: I ſhall place his Words in two different 
Columns, that you may the more plainly ſee their 


Contrariety. 


Differ. p. 16. 


Now if the Letter- 
Writer is appriz'd of all 


this, as he muſt nceds 
be; and that all the 


Writings, both of Hea- 


thens, Fews, and even 


of primitive Chriſtians, 


which any way glanced 
at our preſent Chriſtia- 


Di. p. 74. 


There is not a Father 
quoted by the Letter- 
Writer, but whom he 
knows to have been He- 


terodox in Opinion, and 


an Infidel with regard 
to the Eſſentials of our 


preſent Chriſtianity. 


nity, have been actual- 
ly deſtroyed, 


If you'll believe him, on the one hand, tho 
the Biſhop has quoted ſeveral of the primitive 
Chriſtians, whoſe Writings are till extanr, he 
12 has not hit on one, who was not an 
Infidel even with regard to the Eſſentials of out 


preſent Chriſtianity. On the other hand, there's 


not a Writing of any of the primitive Chriſtians 
extant, which any way glances at our preſent 
Chriſtianity. He has fairly clear'd them, in the 
one place, of the Charge he has brought againſt 
them in the other. All that he ſays of their Fle- 
rely therefore muſt paſs for nothing. And even 


bere, you ſee, he can't forbear hauling in the 


Biſhop, as a Witneſs to both Parts of his Con- 
tradition. He is appriz'd of the one, and ht 
knows the other. I have a very great Opinion of 
the Biſhop's Knowledge; but I can't compli- 
ment him ſo far as this. How he ſhou'd _ 

N that 
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that a thing is, and is not, at the ſame time, 1 
can't ſee. This Outrage againſt the ancient Fa- 
thers, in the vile Character he has given them, 
is, no doubr, with the ſame View, as is the Pro- 


feſſion of his own Sincerity; that is, to impoſe _ 


upon the Indolent and Ignorant; that by his im- 
pudent Outery againſt hem, he may deſtroy 
their Credit with all ſuch, and take off the Force 
of their Evidence; and too probably it may have 
its Effect. But no thoughtful and conſiderate 
Perſon will be at all mov'd by ſuch general and 
groundleſs Slanders. He that calls another Man 
Knave, and is not able to prove it, will, by all 
wiſe Men, be eſteemed one himſelf; and there 
moſt certainly ought the Character to feſt. He 
calls them © Party-Bigots, and Modellers of Re- 
& ligion“; but I hope hell give us leave to 
. ſuſpend our Belief, till he has prov'd them ſuch: 
He ſays, © All know, that are ever ſo little ac- 
& quainted with their Writings, that they are 
© not to be credited in the Relation ſcarce of 
e any one ſingle Matter of Fact.“ This is"fo 
notorious a Falſhood, that none but the moſt 
conſummate Aſſurance cou'd have utter'd it. 
W itneſs the learned Editors and Tranſlators of their 
Works. Witneſs the learned Men of all Ages, Nati- 
ons, and Profeſſions, who have made uſe of their 
Writings for the Support of Facts aſſerted by 
them. Even this Writer himſelf, when he thinks 
what they ſay is to his Purpoſe, urges their Au- 
thority, as what ought to be credited. Poor 


Papias, whom he rudely calls Fool and Knave, 


* may ſerve, notwithſtanding, to refel all Pre- 
© tence to a Fact, in which he cou'd not well 


© be miſtaken*.” And has the Biſhop brought 


them for Evidence to any other, than ſuch things 
in which they cou'd not well be miſtaken? 
* Diſſert, p. 21, 35. +. Diſſert. p. 50. This, 
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This, Madam, in the preſent. Diſpute: is. all 1. 
deſire, that their Words may be taken for ſuch 
Facts which they had the certain Means of 
knowing, and wherein they could not well be 
miſtaken. The Fathers, no doubt, were Men, 
and in ſome things might be impos'd on. And 
is there any Man living who is not? But does it 
follow from thence that their Teſtimony is to be 
rejected in things wherein they probably were 
not, nor eaſily could be deceiyed. And indeed, 
had it not been for the Impartiality and Honeſiy of 
theſe ſame Men whom he thus abuſes, the World 
had not ſeen this Author's elaborate Performance. 
For whence come all his Objections, but from 
their ſtrict Adherence to Truth? They thought 
it incumbent on them to tell all they had learnt; 
and the Variety there is found in their Relations, 
furniſhes him with the moſt (; pecious Part of his 
Work. Is not this at the ſame time'a Proof of 
their Sincerity, and a plain Demonſtration that 
there was no knaviſn Intention, no fraudulent 
Concert, no deſire to impole on the World? Let 
me add further, that the Fatherg quoted by the 
Biſhop appear to have been molt ſincere Belic · 
vers of the Truth pf the Goſpel, and ſome of 
them ſealed it with their Blood; were moſt of 
them Men of ſingular Piety and Prudence; and 
ſeveral of them, notwithſtanding. the Cenſure 
your Author has paſſed upon them, Men of the 
greateſt Learning of the Age wherein they liv'd. 
The ancient Fathers are not the only Perſons 
he.thinks fir ro abuſe.” With what, Rudeneſs 
does he treat our learned Dioceſan? The beſt 
Title he can find for him is tkat df Letter W ris 
ter, and this Dealer in Letters“ Is it then une 
becoming the Office of a Biſhop to ans h 
e Mili dd l en . 0 „en: Dh 
HDiſſert) f. ty. aan: 
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holy Apoſtles, and write Epiſtles to the Chriſtiaris 
under their Charge, that they may warn them 
againſt the Deluſions of vain Men, who ate — 
tempting their everlaſting Deſtruction? Wou 
they not be Dy wanting in their Duty if they 
neglected it? The Author of the Dank 
wholly a Stranger to me, and ſeems equally fo to 
all good Breeding. Had he enjoy'd the Advan- 
rage of a liberal Education, one would think it 
ſcarce poſſible he ſnould be guilty of that roſs 
Incivility we every where find in this Work. 
Can he {o much as pretend he knows not who is 

the Author of the Paſtoral Letter? Vet where does 


he once ſpeak of him either becoming his Digni- 


ty and Station in the Church, or his Rank among 
Men of Letters? What Contempt does he pour 
upon his Performance? terming it a ſight De- 
ende,, a looſe Defence, a moſt imper fett and ſupbr- 
wn, Epiftle*, an oſtentatious careleſs way of treat- 
ing the Subjef? z and fays, 7o judge him ſincere, a 
Man muff conclude he had but a ſuperficial Knows 
ledge of the Subject he undertook; and that if he 
had dar'd to examine Things deeply — be would 
have choſe not to have enter d into the Diſquifition 
at all, rather than have left it upon ſuch pitiful 
Evidenct*. W ho is this Author, that he thus 
takes upon him? No doubt a Man of great Pe- 
netration, profound Thought, and immenſe Read- 
ing? 1 ſhall leave you and the World to judge 
when I have examin'd this Work. In the mean 
time, take my Word for it, tho' he may think 
| himſelf ſwelling to a prodigious Size of Learn- 
ing, he'll much ſooner burſt than equal the Per- 
ſon he writes againſt. Dr. Edmund Gibſon is too 
well known in the World, by his many learned 


And 


t Diſſert. 9. 9. u Diſſert. p. 25. * Ibid. 5. 80. 
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and uſcful Labours, to need any Commendations 
of mine. And I know, Madam, I cannot by any 
thing I can ſay, increaſe the deſerved Eſteem you 
entertain of him. His purge Opponents will 
allow him to be a cloſe and pertinent Writer, 
who never loſes View of his Subject; and tho 
they differ from him in their way of Reaſoning, 
none of them ever accus'd him of a looſe, care- 
leſs, oſtentatious way of writing. The Paſtoral 
Letter, ſo ſeverely cenſur'd by this Author, is 
allow'd by all Judges to be a compleat Perfor- 
mance; and if any Part of it may be ſaid to ex- . 
cell the reſt, it is certainly that which he has 
choſen to gainſay; wherein the Evidence that the 
four Goſpels contain a faithful and true Account, 
is ſet in a clear and beautiful Light, and with 
that Brevity which is ſurpriſing. To ſhew you 
that all this Man of Reading and Penetration has 
been able to muſter up and oppoſe to it, has no 
ways obſcur'd it, or leſſen'd its Force, I ſhall 
conſider every thing he has alledg'd to this Pur- 
poſe, and give you a plain and full Anſwer. 
Ihe firit thing I meet with of this kind is an 
Argument taken from the Number of the Goſ- 
pels. The Four Goſpels contain little more than a 
four fold Relation of the ſame Facts. The Holy 
_ Ghoſh could never be the Dictator of Superfluity and 
_ Repetition. The Number of Goſpels refleftt. Defici- 
ency on each other; more Goſpels than one, inſtead 
of witneſſing for, imply Defects in thoſe that went 
before, for ſupplying of which the latter were neceſ- 
_ . farily publiſhed 3. Theſe Arguments in a great 
- meaſure deſtroy one the other; for if the latter 
Goſpels were written to ſupply what was want- 
ing in the foregoing, as he takes Pains to prove, 
then they cannot contain a fourfold Relation E 
1 the 
» Diſſert, 2. 7, 8. 


ä 
the ſame Facts. On the other hand, if they are 
a fourfold Relation of the ſame Things, the lat- 


ter diſcover not the Defects of the foregoing. 


The Fact is 8 this: The Word Goſpel ont. 
fies the-joyful Tidings of our Saviour's Birth, 
Life, Death, Reſurrection, and Aſcenſion, the 
Hiſtory, if you pleaſe, of his Doctrine and Ex- 
ample. The Apoſtles were commiſſion'd to x 

into all the World and preach this to every Crea- 


ture. Accordingly when they were endued with 


Power from on high, as it had been promiſed 
they ſhould, they in a few Years diſperſed them- 


ſelves into all Parts of the then known World, 


and wherever they came they repeated: our Sa- 
viour's Hiſtory. Now ſuppoſe every one of the 
Apoſtles had left us a brief Account of what he 
preach'd, would any good Chriſtian have eſteem- 

ed it a Burthen? I trow not. As by their verbal 
preaching the Goſpel they did no more than hat 
their Maſter commanded them to do, ſo had 

each of them committed it to Writing for the 
Uſe of the Churches they planted, had they done 
nothing blame-worthy.” But it is ſaid that St. 
John rote his Goſpel purely to [upp the Defetts 
in the other three. If by ſupplying the Defe&s 
of the other three, the Author means, that St. 
Jobn has related many of our Lord's Sayings and 
Works which were omitted by them, what he 
 fays is certainly true, but nothing to the purpoſe; 
for even yet are there many more unwritten than 
recorded, as the Apoſtle John informs us at the 
End of his two laſt Chapters. But if he means 
by Defects, the want of any _ neceſſary, as 
it's plain he does from his own Words above re- 
cited, the Authors he quotes ſay no ſuch thing; 
nor did one of the Apoſtles preach any — 
D fective 

* Diſſert. p. 8, 9. 
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fective Goſpel. Our Lord's Life-was ſo full of 
great Events, and his Sermons ſo numerous, that 


it was not poſſible they ſhould relate all at every 
Place where they came and planted Churches; 


that they related at each all Things neceſſary to 


be known, we cannot make the leaſt Doubt. 
Obſerve here the Looſeneſs and Inaccuracy of 
this Writer, The four Goſpels contain little more 
thay a fourfold Relation of the ſame Fafts; and yet 
St. John rote his Goſpel purely to ſupply the De- 
febts. obſerved in the other three. Both theſe he uſes 
as Arguments againſt us; very conſiſtently? Sure- 
.ly St. John might have ſav'd himſelf the Pains, if 
be has given us little more than a Repetition of 
what the others have related. You are fo well 
vers d in the Scriptures, I need not defire you to 
compare the Goſpels, nor tell you how contrary 


the Fact is to his Repreſentation of it. If it be 


ask d, Why are there four written Goſpels, and 
no more? no leſs? The Anſwer is, the Provi- 
-dence of God has ſo ordered. The Reaſons aſ- 
ſign'd for this by Jreneus are without all doubt 
_ .inconcluſive*®. And what then? 'I:hope we are 

not to take the Size of a Man's Underſtanding 
from a few falſe Reaſonings; if we are, what 


Opinion muſt we entertain of the generality of 
modern Writers? W'hat Judgment muſt we paſs 


on the deep Author of the Diſſertation? Thoſe 
who have been long converſant in Books, ſee Pe- 
culiarities in the Reaſonings and W ritings of al- 
moſt every Age. Should we meaſure the Wit 


and Learning of thoſe who wrote in the Time 


of our King James I. from ſome of their miſera- 


tations, Jam ſure we ſhould have but a very in- 
adequate Notio of either; much leſs is it to be 
I a concluded, 
+ Diſſert. p. 7. 3 
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concluded, that a Man's Credit, with: regard to 
the Facts he aſſerts, is impair'd, or leſſen'diby his 
being led away with the faſhionable: and miſta- 
ken Reaſonings of the Time he lives in. It is 
not neceſſary a Man ſhould be a profound Think- 
er, to relate truly what he has ſeen or heard; not 
that I think there is any need of this laſt Obſer- 
vation with regard to Jreuæus, who for a few bad 
Reaſonings makes us abundant amends by giving 
us a great many very juſt ones; was certainly a 
Perſon of good Senſe and admirable Prudence, 
as no doubt you have long ſince judg'd of him, 
from having read his Letter to Victor Biſhop of 
Rome, occaſion'd by the Differences between the 
Aſiatic and other Churches concerning the Time 
of keeping Eaſter. (51 $550 53.03 horiad 
| "Twas obſerv'd in the Paſtoral Letter, That 
the greateſt Enemies of Chriſtianity have never de- 
nied but that there was. ſuch-a Perſon as Feſus of 
Nazareth, who lived at the Time the Goſpels ſpeak 
of, and who: made choice of ſeveral Perſons to be his 
Diſciples, &c. In anfwer to this your Author 
fays, „ do not find the Letter - Writer offers at 
« any other Evidence for theſe hiſtorical Facts, 
than the pretended negative one drawn from 
the Enemies of Chriſtianity not denying em, 
 * except he has a Citation or two out of the 
«< Goſpels Now the Birth, Life, Death, 
Reſurrection and Aſcenſion of Jeſus, as pub- 
« liſhed by the Evangeliſt, including in them a 
great Variety of Facts vaſtly tranicending all 
human Power, Infidels had juſt reaſon to ex- 
pect the Letter · Writer ſhould have been more 
<* than ordinary particular in his Proofs concern- 
ing them®”. Would theſe Infidel Gentlemen 
but condeſcend once to let us know what kind 

* Diſſert. p. 12. 1 
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of Proof they deſire, or ſhew us wherein our 


Proof is defective, it would be ſomething to the 


Purpoſe; in the mean time this general Clamour 
mult pals for nothing. We have four authentick 
Hiſtories which give us a particular Account of 
theſe wonderful Facts, written by four different 
Perſons with all the Marks of Sincerity that are 
any where to be found. Such is the apparent 
Evidence of their Genuineneſs, that nothing but 


the extraordinary nature of the Facts therein re- 
lated carries ſo much as the Face of an Objection, 
and of this the ſpeedy Progreſs of the Goſpel 
thro' the World is an undeniable Evidence. It 


was impoſſible the Chriſtian Religion ſhould 


make its way in ſo ſhort a time as it did, in op- 


poſition to the deep rooted Prejudices and inve- 
terate Cuſtoms of all the Nations where it ſpread, 


unleſs by the help of thoſe amazing Works ſpo- 
ken of in the Hiſtory of the Goſpels and Acts. 


Thoſe who in the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity pro- 
feſſedly wrote againſt it, never denied that ſuch 
Works had been performed; but to evade the 
Force of the Evidence thence ariſing, imputed 
them to Art Magick. Could they have made it 
out but probable either that there never was ſuch 
a Perſon as Jeſus, or that ſuch mighty Things 
had not been wrought, no doubt they would 
have done it. But ſuch was the Notoriety of 
theſe Facts, that they knew it was a vain At- 
tempt, and choſe rather to ſay, that both he and 


his Apoſtles were great Magicians. This Shift 


of theirs amounts to a plain Confirmation of the 
Wonders related; for that ſuch ſurpriſing Events 
are not to be effected by any magical Arts, Infi- 
dels will readily allow; and it is well known that 
all ſuch Arts, whatever may be thought their 
Power, as they were expreſly forbidden the 7ews 
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under Pain of Death, were utterly inconſiſtent 
with Chriſtianity. Can you ſo much as gueſs 
what your Author would be at by calling this 
pretended negative Evidence? Does he mean that 
i is not true, but only pretended by us that the 
Enemies of Chriſtianity have not denied theſe 
Facts? If fo, how eaſily might he have ſhewn 
it? Why has he not produc'd their Words? His 
Silence herein is a plain Confeſſion of its Truth. 
He ſays indeed a Page or two after, “that even 
© the Fathers themſelves confeſſed how both 
„Jews and Gentiles actually denied Chriſt's di- 
& vine Birth, Life, Miracles, Reſurrection, &. . 
Ay, moſt certainly ; and has any one faid they 
did not? Had they acknowledg'd Chriſt's Divi- 
nity, no doubt they had not continu'd Fews and 
Gentiles. He will not ſure have the Face to ob- 
trude this upon us as a Proof that what he calls 
our negative Evidence is pretended only, and not 
real; tho' I vehemently ſuſpe& he defign'd his 
Readers ſhould take it as ſuch, otherwiſe T can't 
for the Life of me ſee what poet it has here, 
and am certain it is nothing to the purpoſe. He 
ſays, „I do not find the Letter- Writer offers at 
any other Evidence for theſe hiſtorical Facts, 
than the pretended negative one.“ But I will 
not take his Word, becauſe it fully appears from 
what he has wrote, that he found the following 
Paſſage. I will ſbut up this firf Head, after 5 


have ſhewn in a few Words that ſeveral of theFatts 


related in the Goſpels receive Confirmation from the 
Teftimony of other Hiſtorians, both Jewiſh and Pa- 
gan, who lived at or near the Time.. 

Name which the jews have given him with refe- 
rence to his Crucifivion (however reproachfully in- 
tended) is an Ackno wledgment of. the Truth 0 the 
* 4. Fatt ' ; 
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Fact; for whith, and for other Particulars relating 
zo him, the Chriſtians appeal d to the Accounts tranſ- 
mitted to Rome, according to the ' known Uſage of. 
the Governors making Returns thither of the TranſN 
actions in their reſpettive Provinces. All theſe things 
concerning Ghriſt, ſays Tertullian, were reported by 
Pilate 70 Tiberius Cæſar. The ſame is atteſted by 
Tacitus, 4 Roman Hiſtorian of undoubted Credit, 
who ſpeaking of the Chriftians, ſays, ** They take 
& the Name from Chriſt, who was put to death in 
& zthe Time of the Emperor Tiberius by Pontius 
& Pilate, &c.”f In anſwer to this, he fays, 
_ ©. Tacitus liv'd in the Second Century, at an im- 
“ mente Diſtance from Paleſt ine, and could know 
“ nothing of the Goſpel Hiſtory but from com- 
mon Report 8”. You have more than one 
Tranſlation of Tacitus by you, I beg you would 
conſult him, and hear the Account he gives of 
himfelf, You'll find he tells us that he was in- 
debted to the Emperor Veſpaſian for the begin- 
ning of his Preferment h, and that Agricola, when 
Conſul, eſpous'd his Daughter to him, and gave 
her to him in Marriage the Year after i. It we 
ſuppoſe him then to have been Twenty-five or 
Twenty-ſix Years of Age, and we cannot be 
thought herein to give him too much, becauſe 
it is ſaid by learned Men, that the Preferment he 
receiv'd was the Government of a Province, and 
we can hardly imagine that ſo wiſe an Emperor 
would beſtow that upon a younger Man; and if 
we place this at the laſt Part of Yeſpafiar's Life, 
in 6 Ninth or 'Tenth of his Reign, i. e. about 
the Year of our Lord Seventy-ſeven or Seventy» 
eight, which is alſo thought to fall in 8 
. | | Ton- 
t paſtoral Letter, p. 16, 179, © Diſſert. p. 14. 
b Facit. Hiſt. Book 1. Chap. i. i Tacit. Life of Agricola, 
cap. 9. | 


(23) 

Conſulſhip of Agricola, at this rate he was born 
but about Nineteen Years after our Lord's Cru- 
cifixion. I have been the more particular in 
this, becauſe your Author has the Aſſurance to 
lay, * Tis very certain there is no mention of 
any ſuch Perſon as Chriſt by Name in any one 
profane Author, whether Few or Pagan, at or 
„near Chriſt's own Time, as the Letter- Writer, 

“without any Ground, is pleaſed to affirm **. 
Now in Truth my Lord of London does not 
affirm that there is the mention of Chriſt 
Name in any profane Author at or near Chriſt's 
' own Time which is extant, unleſs it be by 

quoting the Words of Tacitus, as you may ſee 
by reading over the Paſſage I have quit now ci- 
red from the Paſtoral Letter, which is the Place 
your Author refers us to. „ „ an 

Will this Man ſay, that the Words are not to 
be found in Tacitus, or that Tacitus did not live 
near Chriſt's own Time? The latter, it's plain, 
he wou'd impoſe on the ignorant Reader, by tels 
ling him that he liv'd in the ſecond Century; arts 
fully concealing that he liv'd alſo very near, if 
not quite half of the firſt Century; that he made 
a Figure at the Courts both of Veſpaſian and 27. 
tus, within leſs than forty eight Vears aſter out 
Saviour's Crucifixion; and might, no doubt, if 
he had thought fit to enquire at that time, have 
learnt the Certainty of the Fact from living Wit- 
neſſes. You ſee, Madam, how abſolutely falſe 
is that, which your Author aſſerts to be very cer- 
tain, But after all, if we had not been able to 
make out the Age of Tacitus ſo fully from his 
own Words, did he not write the Annals of 77. 
berius? Whence did he collect his Materials? 
from common Report, which is a common Li- 
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55 ions ae publick Records? If any from 


the —.— Records, why not this concerning 


Rome; and that no Records were there kept of 
ſuch things. My Lord told him, that the pri- 


mitive Chriſtians had appeal'd to theſe Accounts; 
but of this he takes not the leaſt Notice. Can 


any thing be more reaſonable; than to believe that 


in ſuch an extended and well regulated Empire, 


as that of the Romans, the Governors of the ſe- 


veral Provinces were oblig'd to fend a Detail of 


their Affairs to the Emperor, the Senate, or 
bothz and that in particular, ſo remarkable an 
Execution, as was our Saviour's, ſhou'd be rela- 


ted with the attending Circumſtances? Were 
any one in Ireland condemn'd for High-Treaſon, 


as having ſer himſelf up for King of that Coun- 
try, think you the Lords Juſtices wou'd not give 
a full Account of it to our Court? And was not 


this the very Caſe in Fudea? My Lord further 


ſaid, That it was the known Uſage of the Gover- 
Hors, to make Returns to Rome of the Tranſattions 
in their reſpectiue Provinces. - Does your Author 
make any Anſwer to this? Not a Syllable; yet 
roundly afferts, That the Heathens knew not 
$ ought concerning Jeſus; no, not that any ſuch 


64 Perſon ever exiſted *.” That is, Pontius Pi- 
late the Roman Governor cou'd try him for High- 


Treaſon, and condemn him, and not know there 


was any ſuch Perſon exiſting. The Officers of 
his Court cou'd be preſent at the Trial, and ma- 
vy of his Soldiers at the Execution, and not 


know there was any ſuch Perſon exiſting. Ac- 
counts hereof cou'd be ſent by Pilate to the Em- 
peror 
2 Diſſert. p. 15. 


aviour's Crucifixion? It may be, your Au- 
thor thinks that the Governors of Provinces 
tranſmitted no Account of their Tranſactions to 


(' 2F5 )) 


pgyor and Senate, and yet they know not that 


there was ever ſuch a Perſon exiſting. Tacitus" 


cou'd write, that Chriſt was put to Death in the 
Time of the Emperor Tiberius by Pontius Pilute; 
and yet not know there was ever any ſuch Per- 
ſon. I have often told you; that Infidelity and 
Credulity meet. You {ee here a plain Inſtance 
of it. This Author will believe, againſt all 
manner of Evidence; that the Heathens knew 


not that there ever was ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus. 


He carries the matter yet farther, and argues from 
the New Teſtament itſelf, that it's impoſſible, in 
« the nature of the thing, that the Heathen' 
& World ſhou'd know any thing of out Saviour, 
« but what muſt needs have come from his own 
« Followers; becauſe it was but a little time he 
% appear'd as a Preacher; and during that Time, 
« moſtly conceal'd himſelf ſrom publick No- 
« tice *.” Is not this bold Man, to fight us 
at our own Weapons? I'think he had much bet · 
ter let it alone, becauſe there's no one who reads 
the Goſpel Hiſtory, but muſt conclude: juſt the 
contrary to what he has inferr'd from it. "The? 


the Time of our Lord's Miniſtry. was three or 


four Years only, yet was it employ'd in a perpe- 
tual Courſe of the greateſt Works ſuch as mult 
neceſſarily have awaken'd the Curioſity of Man- 
kind, and ſpread his Fame far and near. Seve- 
ral of them were perform'd in the moſt publick 
manner at Jeruſalem, juſt before his Death; and 
therefore when Pilate himſelf was upon the Spot. 
Together with theſe Wonders of his Life, ſuch 
were the amazing Things that accompanied his 
Death, particularly the Earthquake and total 


Darkneſs; and fo ſurpriſing an Event was his 


Reſurrection, that it's impoſſible but they muſt 
E 


haye 


d Diſſert. p. 15. 
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Have made him known to the heathen World. 
Tertullian and Euſebius expreſsly tell us, that an 
Account of theſe things was ſent by Plate to 
tbe Emperor. And let any reaſonable Man judge, 
whether ſuch things cou'd happen in a Province, 
and the Governor, with all about him, be ſo 
ſtupid, as not to tranſmit a particular Relation 
thereof to the Sovereign, and their reſpective 
Correſpondents, both in their native Country, 
and elſewhere. Indeed ſo eaſy was the Inter- 
courſe between all Countries ſubje& to the Ro- 
man Government, and fo ſwiftly did the Goſpel 
ſoon after ſpread itſelf thro' the whole Extent of 
that vaſt Empire, that it's highly probable, many 
Inhabitants of each the moſt diſtant Provinces, 
were) in great meaſure, prepar'd for it before- 
hand, by the Accounts they had receiv'd from 
Fadeag of the Wonders wrought there by Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles. Your Author boldly goes on, 
and again aſſerts, ** The Gentiles, tis certain, ne- 
& yer had any perſonal Knowledge at all of jeſus-; 
i.e: tis certain that Pontius Pilate, together with 
the Roman Officers and Soldiers that attended 
| him as Governor of the Province, were all turn- 
| ed Jews; for Chriſtians; I charitably hope, they 
were not, becauſe they crucified Jeſus. Maho- 
| metans, I think, there were none in that Day; 
| and had they continu'd Gentiles, they muſt ſure- 
| 


ly have ſeen the Perſon they try'd and condemn'd, 
the Roman Law indiſpenſably requiring it; at 
leaſt the Executioner and his Guard muſt have 
had ſome ſmall perſonal Knowledge of him. And 
ſo little Regard as this Man has to Truth, I can 
hardly ſuppoſe he wou'd fay, Zig certain there 
never were ſuch Perfons as Jeſus and Pontius Pi- 
late; or that the former was not condemn'd en 
ws Ins Deat 


— — 8 
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Death by the latter. However, let him, if he 
pleaſes, make the Romans, at that Time, to have 
been Turks, we are to believe according to 
Evidence. © Suetonins and Pliny are join'd with 
“ Tacitus by your Author, as knowing, nothing 
« of the Goſpel Hiſtory but from common Re- 
“ port. TJ have that Opinion of the Biſhop, 
that he would have laid no Streſs on their Evi- 
vidence, if their Knowledge of what he cites 
them for, had no better a — The on- 
ly thing that Suetonius and Pliny are brought to 
prove, is, that there were terrible Perſecutions 
of the Chriſtians ©; and the Teſtimony. of Taci- 
tus is added to the ſame purpoſe. As to this laſt, 
he probably was an Eye-witneſs of the Suffer- 
ings he deſcribes. It's ſcarce poſſible to read 
him, and not ſwear he was preſent; in ſo lively 
a manner does he paint them. Suetonius, if he 
was not old enough at that time to remember 
them himſelf, might have had the Account from 
ten thouſand Perſons who had ſeen them, as 
well as from the publick Records. And as to 
that Perſecution, of which Pliny is an Evidence, 
he was the Means of its Mitigation, by the 
Letter he wrote in Favour of the Chriſtians to 
the Emperor Trajan. I hope, Madam, you are 
convinc'd, that his Lordſhip has cited nothing 
from theſe Authors, of which they were not 
competent Witneſſes; and that the Remark 
made upon them by this Man, can have no o- 
ther Deſign, than to impoſe on, and miſlead his 
ignorant Readers. He adds farther, © And what 
* they (7. e. the three foregoing Authors) ſay 
* either of Chriſt, or his Followers, is ſo little 
for their Credit, that the Letter-Writer had 
“much better omitted all Mention of theſe Au- 
E 2 ce thors.“ 
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„ thors.“ ' You have often read all that they 
' ſay upon this Subject; and I leave you to be the 
Judge. What Pliny wrote concerning them to 
Trajan, is highly in their Commendation ; and 
the more to, becauſe he did it after a thorough 
Examination, proceeding fo far as to put two 
Deaconeſſes to the Rack, and extort from them 
all they knew. Tacitus and Suctonius, whoſe Bu- 
ſineſs never led them to make fo ſtrict an Enqui- 
ry into the Opinions and Practices of Chriſtians, 
were born down by the common Prejudices a- 
gainſt them. Vou have often ſeen, both at 
home and abroad, the ſtrong Impreſſion that is 
made upon many Perſons, even of the beſt Senſe, 
by a popular Odium. What ſtrange Notions 
are entertain'd of the Proteſtants in all Popiſh 
Countries? And what an ill Opinion have many 
Proteſtant Sects the one of the other? 1s it any 
wonder then, that the primitive Chriſtians, who 
were for overſetting the Religion by Law eſta- 
bliſh'd, and ſhutring up the Idol Temples, who 
derided the Deities worſhipp'd by the Heathens, 
and expos'd their ſacred Rites, ſhou'd be repre- 
ſented by them as odious and flagitious? 
\ Your Author infiſts much on ir, that the Wri- 
_ tings of Heathens, Jews and Chriſtians, which 
any way glanced ar our preſent Chriſtianity, have 
been all deſtroy'd by primitive Zealots, who 
made it their Meri: ſo to do f. Of this he al- 
ledges no Proof; and I have already obſerv'd, 
that in another place we find him, in part, un- 
ſaving it. Indeed I the more ſuſpect the Truth 
of it, becauſe he ſpeaks of it as a thing known 
to the Biſhop); for his ſaying this, or prefacing 
what he is about to affirm, with 77's certain, or 
very certain, are an uſual way with him to intro- 
T 1 duce 
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duce a Falſhood, that the Reader may the more 
_ eafily ſwallow it. It's no manner of Difficulty 
ro conceive that ancient Books ſhou'd be loſt 
without ſuppoſing any formed Deſign to deſtroy 
them. Unleſs they, from time to time, fell in- 
to curious Hands, which carefully preſery'd 
them, Age and Accidents muſt neceſſarily have 
put an end to them. When Hereſies themſelves 
were worn out, no wonder that Books written 
in their Support periſhed with them. For how 
few afterwards valued them, ſo far as to be at 
the Pains neceſſary to preſerve them? In like 
manner, thoſe things which were written againſt 
_ Chriſtianity by Pagan Authors, Paganiſm cea- 
- ſing, died away of courſe; few Chriſtians think- 
ing it of any conſequence to continue them down 
to Poſterity. And' has not the ſame thing hap- 
pen'd to what was written by Chriſtians them- 
ſelves? How very many were the Books pub- 
liſh'd both againſt Hereticks and Heathen, in 
the Beginning of the ſecond Century, which are 
now entirely loſt? The Jews have remain'd a 
diſtinct Body from their Origin to this Day, and 
without doubt have ſecur'd what Writings they 
have a Venetation and Value for. If this Au- 
thor had been converſant, either with them or 
their ancient Books, he cou'd not ſure have aſ- 
ſerted ſo notorious a Falſhood{ as © that all Tra- 
« dition concerning the Perſon of Jeſus was at 
&« an End, even among the Fews themſelves, be- 
& fore the Books of the New Teſtament came 
into the Hands of the Heathen®,” Poſſibly 
he may deſign a Quibble here, and pretend to 
mean by the Perſon of Jeſus, his Stature, Fea- 
tures, Complexion, Sc. If fo, there were ma- 
ny thouſand Jews living, after a great Part 3 
8 Wie 
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the New Teſtament was wrote, who had ſeen 


our Saviour, To ſay, that the Books of the New 
Teſtament lay conceal'd a great while“, is to aſ- 
ſert not only without, but againſt all Evidence. 
The End for which the Goſpels were wrote, was 
to ſupply the Place of the Apoſtles preaching; 
and therefore were they trom the Beginning pub- 
lickly read in all the Churches, To afhrm, that 
they were carefully preſcry'd from the Heathens 


till the third or fourth Century}, is equally falſe; 


for it's very clear, that Cel/us the Epicurean Phi- 
lolopher, who liv'd in the Reign of the Empe- 
ror Adrian, had the full Uſe of them“. And 
even at that Time, there might be not a few 
Jeus living, who had receiv'd an Account of 
Jeſus from Eye- Witneſſes, at leaſt till the ſix- 
reenth Year of his Reign, before they brought 
on themſelves that Vengeance, which made away 
with ſuch incredible Numbers of them. Bur if 
your Author means, that all Tradition that there 
ever was ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus exiſting, was at 
an End among the Jeus before the Concluſion 
of the third or fourth Century; which, no 
doubt, he wou'd have his Reader underſtand ; 


it's ſo fer from being true, that it's not at an End 


even to this Day; as is evident from the mention 
made of the Manner and Time of his Death, in 
the Book which preſerves their ancient Traditi- 


ons, and the Name he uſually goes by amongſt 


them, viz. that of the hanged Perſon. | 
This Author will have it, that St. Matthew 
was not with Chriſt from the Beginning of his 
Miniſtry; and ſays, it's beedlefly aſſerted by the 


Letter-Writer n. What the Biſhop aſſerts in 


this matter, are the very Words of our Saviour 


Diſſert. p. 5, 16. Ibid. p. 16. 
* Orig. contr. Celſus. i Talmud. * Diſſert. p. 19. 
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and St. Peter. And whom muſt we believe, with 
regard to ſuch a Fact? Who is the moſt likely to 
know? the Author of the Diſſertatibn, or Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles? He urges, © that Matthew's Call to 
ce the Apoltleſhip, if any Credit is to be given to 
<« the Series of the Apoſtle's own Hiſtory,” was 
ſome time after, not till Chriſt had ſaid and done ſe- 
veral things, which he enumerares. We'll allow it. 
What then? Might he not be one of Chrift's 
Diſciples before this? It's true he had not whol- 
ly Ar: his gainful Occupation, and left all he- 
had for Chriſt till this time; but he might, and 
without all doubt was convinced that 2 was 
the Chriſt from the beginning of his publick 
_ Miniſtry, followed him to ſee his Works, and 

hearken to his Diſcourſes. ' Thus Andrew and 
Peter were with Jeſus, and follow'd him a, bein 
convinced that he was, the Meſſiah, before the 
left their Ships and their Nets, the All they had, 
for him. It is this Author therefore is haſty and 
heedleſs, in concluding from the Time of his Call 
to the Apoſtleſhip alone, that St. Matthew was 
not a Witneſs to the Miracles and Sermons of 
our Lord at the beginning of his Miniſtry, when 
we have all the reaſon in the World to believe 
he was, from the Words both of our Saviour and 
St. Peter. | | 4.894 
He proceeds thus: And that Jeſus inform'd 
Matthew afterwards of all thoſe Particulars 
with his own Mouth, the Letter-Writer will 
not take upon him to make good, either out 
of Scripture or other Authority to be Jepend- 
ed on, eſpecially as the humble Jeſus ſeems 
plainly ro have had no deſign either that the 
c Apoſtles, or any one elſe, ſhould record any 
thing of his Lite aud Actions.“ Ir is very 
certain 
n Jahn i. 40, Sc. o Diſſert. p. 19. 
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certain our Lord deſign'd his Life and Actions 
ſhould be every where publiſhcd by his Apoſtles, 
this was the End of their Inſtitution; this was 
the Sum of their Commiſſion. To enable them 
to execute this, he muſt neceſſarily have given 
them Information of all ſuch Parts of his Hiſto- 
ry at which they could not be preſent; and can 
any reaſonable Man doubt that he did? Sr. Paul 
was inſtructed by no other than Chriſt himſelf in 
the whole of his Hiſtory ; and was he leſs careful 
that his other Apoſtles ſhould have full Informa- 
tion from his own Mouth? We are told, that 
after his Reſurrection he was ſeen of them Forty 
Days, and ſpoke to them of the Things pertain- 
ing to the Kingdom of God p; is it to be thought 
that he did not then give them the ampleſt In- 


ſtructions of what he would have them teach 


the World? It is alſo certain that he foretold 
their Succeſs, and the Continuance of his Church 
to the End of Time; and can it after this be made 
2 ueſtion, whether he intended that the Account 
of his Doctrine and Example, which he com- 
manded them to publiſh to the preſent Genera- 
tion, ſhould be committed to Writing for the 
Uſe of them who were to ſucceed? 
" Your Author's next Attack is made upon the 
Goſpel of St. John, of which he ſays, that © all 
ce know his Goſpel was very near his own Time 
ce aſcribed to another Perſon, and that the Pro- 
& eme hath been thought by ſome to be a mere 
& (Platonick) Interpolation or Addition to the 
ce original Goſpel a.“ Here are two Aſſertions, 
entirely groundleſs, prefac'd with all know ; that 
every particular Reader, tho' conſcious to him- 
ſelf that he 1s 1gnorant of the Truth of them, yet 
may take it for granted that all the World 8 
ſides 
P Acts i. 3. 1 Diſſert. p. 20. 
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ſides is perfectly well acquainted with it, and for 
that reaſon excuſe himſelf the Trouble of an En- 
quiry whether they are true or not. The latter 
Thing here aſſerted is, That it is known by all, 
that it hath been thought by ſome, that the Proeme 
of St. John's Goſpel is a mere Platonick Interpola- 
tion or Addition. How does he prove that this 
is known to all? Becauſe it is known to Epiſco- 
pius; for he is the only Author brought to ſup- 
port this very extraordinary Aſſertion. But it 
appears upon Examination not to be known even 
to Epiſcopius; for all that he ſays is, that the firſt 
five Verſes of St. John's Goſpel have been long and 

much, and ſtill are douBTED or by /ome. This 
is far from amounting to the direct Charge of an 
Addition, and further yet from ariſing to that of 
a mere Platonick Interpolation; ſo that it ſeems 
this Thing known to all, is in truth known to 
nobody. Several have entertain'd Doubts con- 
cerning the Genuinenels of ſome Parts of the ſa- 
cred Writings, for no other reaſon than becauſe 
they have not been able to reconcile them with 
their own Notions. It is highly probable the 
Perſons here meant by Epiſcopius were of this 
Number; for he leaves us entirely in the Dark, 
and we can but gueſs who he aims at. Should 
there be any now remaining who give way to 
the ſame Doubts, they may eafily ſatisfy them- 
ſelves of the Genuineneſs of thoſe Verſes by con- 
ſulting Clement of Alexandria and Irenzus, who 
both cite them; the latter of whom had the cer- 
tain Means of knowing what was St. John's, and 
what not, by his Acquaintance with Polycarp, 
who was made Biſhop of Smyrna by St. John, 
and converſed familiarly with him*. The for- 
mer of the two Things here aſſerted by your Au- 
thor 3 
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. thor, has no more Foundation than the latter; 
he ſays that all know it, for this reaſon doubtleſs 
he brings no Proof to ſupport it; though in his 
great Condeſcenſion and Goodneſs he nam'd 
 Epiſcopius as the Author of the other, which he 
had no occaſion to do in a thing known to all; 
yet this it ſeems is too plain to want it. I vehe- 
mently ſuſpect after all, that there are but few of 
his Readers who have ſo much as heard that the 
Goſpel of St. John was ever aſcrib'd to any other 
Author; and I dare ſay, Madam, you are very 
deſirous of knowing. The Fact then is this: 
There were certain obſcure nameleſs Hereticks 
aroſe at the Declenſion of the Third, or begin- 
ning of the Fourth Century, who believing 
Chriſt to be a mere Man, rejected all the Wri- 
tings of St. 70hn, as not to be reconciled with 
their Opinion, and father'd them upon Cerinthus s. 
Theſe Hereticks Epiphanius chriſtens Alogi, be- 
- cauſe they denied the divine Nature of Chrift. 
He might have aſſign'd, as a reaſon of the Name 
he gave them, their great Stupidity, in aſcribing 
St. John's Writings to Cerinthus, who was of the 
ſame Opinion with themſelves, in believing Chriſt 
to be a mere Man, and acknowledg'd no other 
Goſpel than that of St. Matthew. You fee how 
little Knowledge theſe Alogi muſt have had ei- 
ther of Cerintbus or his Followers, to make him 
the Author of a Goſpel, which borh himſelf and 
his Diſciples after him rejected, and which was 
i:deed utterly inconſiſtent with their Opinions 
for Irenæus expreſly informs us, that St. 70hn 
wrote his Goſpel with a View to oppoſe the Er- 
rors of Cerinthus*. Well; there are found a 
TR | ſenſeleſs 
* Fpiphon. Her. 51. n. 1. 3. Philafr. tit. Her. Evang. 
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187 
ſenſeleſs Sect who rejected St. John's Goſpel; bes 
cauſe not conſiſtent with their own Tenets; and 
aſcribe it to a Perſon of the ſame Opinion with 
themſelves, who had always rejected it for the 

very ſame reaſon that they did. But were this 
Sect exiſting near St. John's own Time? Far 
from it. What ground then has this Author to 
aſſert, “ all know St. John's Goſpel was very near 
& his own Time aſcribed to another Perſon?” If 
I may be allow'd to conjecture, the all know is 

entirely the Fruit of his own Brain, and very 
near his own Time, proceeds from his miſconſtru- 
ing of Father Simon, who is his principal Guide 
through moſt Parts of this elaborate Work. To 
whom would he pay an equal Regard; when he 

ſpeaks on one ſide as well as when on the other? 
He might have learnt, even in that very Chapter 
whence he has taken this, © that neither Cel/as; 
« Porphyry, nor the Emperor Fulian, who op- 
© poſed the Goſpels with all their Might, de- 
“ nied them to be truly theits whoſe Names 
te they bear. — When Julian ſpeaks of the 
« Goſpel of St. John, he does not deny it to be 
« his whole Name it bears, but accuſes this 
“ Apoſtle of having introduced Novelties into 
« the Chriſtian Religion,” * Thoſe Enemies of 
_ Chriſtianity who liv'd ſo much nearer the Time 
when the Goſpels were wrote; and had ſo much 
better Opportunity of informing themſelves in 
the Truth, had they been able ſo much as to have 
raiſed a Sulpicion that they wete not written by 
the Perſons to whom they are aſcrib'd, think 
oy they would not have done it? Julian, who 
imſelf had been a Chriſtian, and knew how 
much depended on it, would not he have done 
it? He was too well aſfur'd of the Truth of the 
Os | F 2 $2 F act, 

* Sim, H. Crit. V. T. Vol. i. Chap: 13. 
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Fact, and too well appris'd of the Evidence on 
which it reſted to attempt it; and had too much 
Senſe even once to mention the inconſiſtent, ab- 
ſurd, and ſelf- contradicting Allegation of a few 
| hair-brain'd Enthuſiaſts. I would beg of you to 
obſerve here, that this Author, who has advanc'd 
two Aſſertions of great moment, could they have 
been prov'd, the one on no better Authority than 
that of a few Madmen, of whom we have no 
Account but from two Writers who liv'd in the 
Declenſion of the fourth Century, and the other 
on the ſole Authority of a Perſon in the Seven- 
teenth Century, makes a great Outcry in his very 
next Paragraph againſt the Biſhop, for having al- 
ſerted a thing of little conſequence upon the Au- 
thority of Origen, who died in the Seventieth 
Lear of his Age, about the Year of our Lord 
. Two-hundred-fifty-four Y, and had been Scholar 
to Clement of Alexandria x. Is there any manner 
of compariſon between the Authorities on the 
one ſide and the other? Origen was a Man of 
fine Parts, unwearied Application, and a Prodi- 
gy of Learning, was thorough Maſter of what 
the Philoſophers taught; and yet after the ſtrict- 
eſt Search and fulleſt Examination, was ſo firmly 
perſuaded of the Truth of the Chriftian Reli- 
gion, as to ſuffer Impriſonment and unſpeakable 
Tortures for a long time, but a Year or two be- 
fore his Death, rather than renounce it. Not- 

withſtanding your Author avers, and within the 
Compaſs of a few Lines repeats it, that ſuch is 
his Evidence the Biſhop durſt not name him. 
Flas he not named him more than once with re- 
gard to other Facts? Why ſhould he ſhun to al- 
ledge his Authority for this now referred to ? 


Was 


Y Euſeb. E. H. B. 7. chap. 1. 2 Eujeb. E. H. B. 6. 
chap. 6. FEuſeb. E. H. B. 6. chap. 39. & B. 7. chap. 1. 
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| Was it that he thought Origen's Teſtimony will 
| not always have very great Weight with Men 
of Letters and all conſiderate Perſons? Or was it 
7 becauſe the thing aſſerted was of ſmall Impor- 
| rance? The latter no doubt. For all that my 
| Lord ſaid was, I. is affirmed by ſome of the Au- 
x tients, that Mark and Luke were two of the Se- 1 
| venty Diſciples whom our Lord ſent before his Face; 
| adding a brief Account of the Powers given 
1 them, without making the leaſt Inference from, 
or building any thing upon it; leaving it wholly 
to the Reader either to receive or reject it, as he 
thought fit. But this Man abſurdly concludes, 
é that if they were not of the Seventy, they could 
not have been inſpired e; as if the Gifts of the 
| Spirit had been confin'd to them, and ſpread no 
further; ſhewing herein much the ſame Acquain- 
| tance with the Writings of the New Teſtament, 
| as a Page or two before he does with thoſe of 
| Epiphanius, who he expreſly tells us d ſpeaks only 
; of St. Luke, as being one of the Seventy, and at 
the ſame time mentions the very Page where 
that Author tells us that St. Mark allo was of 
that Number; which is a full Proof that he has 
not ſo much as conſulted the Author he refers to. 
I ſhould run too great a Length for an Epiſtle, 
were I to enter into a full Diſcuſſion of that 
Queſtion, whether St. Mark and St. Lake were 
of the Number of the Seventy. That what 
St. Luke ſays in the beginning of his Goſpel no 
way oppoſes it, you may ſee in Dr. //hithy; and 
even what Papias ſays, may (if we confine the 
Senſe of his Words to the Subject of which he 
is ſpeaking) be reconciled with it by the help of 
Epiphanius. But however that be, we have clear 
| and 
bd Paſtoral Letter, p. 11. © Dillert. p. 23. 
« Diſlert. p. 21. marg. Ne. þ | 
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(35) 
and full Evidence that the Goſpel of St. Mark 
was ſeen, approv'd, and authoriz'd to be read in 
the Churches by the Apoſtle Peter; © and that 
the Goſpels both of St. Mark and St. Luke were 
perus'd and confirm'd by the Apoſtle John, ſe- 


veral of the Ancients with one Voice agree: this 


is fully ſufficient to ſatisfy us that the Facts con- 
tained in them are true. The Biſhop had ob- 
ſerved, that Mark and Luke are mentioned as 
Fellow- Labourers with St. Paul, and Mark with 
St. Peter.? Your Author ſays, © this he does 
© upon 0 other ground, than for that he finds 


de the Names of one Mark and one Luke in 


« St. Paul's Epiſtles, and alſo of Mark in one of 


St. Peter's.” Whereas his Lordſhip adds the 
concurrent Teſtimony of many of the Ancients, 


who muſt have had the Means of knowing this, 
ſuch as Papias, Ireneus, Clement of Alexandria, 


Origen, and Tertullian. 


This Author of yours in the next Paragraph 
very gravely tells us, that it was the Biſhop's Bu- 
72 to haue proved that the GospELSs were com- 


Poſed by immediate Inſpiration.s Had my Lord 


of London undertaken this, I doubt not but he 
would have executed it with as much Juftneſs 
and Accuracy as any Man living. But is this 


what he propos'd? Pray, Madam, be fo kind to 
Took into the Paſtoral Letter, and fee what his 
' Lordſhip undertook ; look into the Diſſertation 


only, and ſee what this Man has repreſented him 
as undertaking, and what he declared himſelf 
fully ſatisfied with. There you'll find,“ His, 


4 i. e. the Biſhop's Poſitions, ſo far as they relate 


« to the four Goſpels more particularly, are theſe: 
“ Firſt, 


' © Papias and Clement of Alex. in Enſeb. B. 2. chap. 15. 


f Paſtoral Letter, p. 11,12 8 Diflert. p. 22 


1 


e Firſt, That theſe Goſpels contain a faithful and. 
6 true Account of the Birth, Life, Death, Reſur» 


« fection and Aſcenſion of Feſus Chriſt ; and Se- 


&« condly, that they have been faithfully tranſmitted 


© 70 the Chriſtians of ſucceeding Ages. — Theſe 
« Heads alone are ſufficient, and which if the 
% Letter-Writer atrends to and makes good, he 
« will merit the Applauſe of all Chriſtendom.” 
| Theſe Heads I aver the Biſhop has attended to, 


and has made good, has therefore ſtrictly kept 


to his proper Buſineſs; and was fo far from de- 
ſerving Blame, that he moſt certainly merited 
the Thanks and Applauſe of this Author. Ir 
ought to be obſerv'd by you, that what his Lord- 
ſhip has ſaid under theſe two Heads, are the only 
Parts of his Letter that this Man has taken upon 

him to write againſt z and tho' he does, and will 


haul in the Subject of Inſpiration by Head and 


Shoulders in ſeveral Parts of his Work i, he 
knows in his own Conſcience that it is nothin 
to the Purpoſe; for where a Man's Conſcience 


is againſt him, Truth will out one time or ano- 


ther in ſpite of his Teeth. Accordingly we find 
him confeſſing in an unguarded Minute, that if 
it be once proved“ that the Books of the New 
% Teſtament were wrote by thoſe they were 
e pretended to be wrote by, the Conſequence is, 

be that they were wrote by divine Inſpiration. “ 


If this be the Conſequence, the Biſhop has, by 


his own Acknowledgment, taken a true, juſt, 


and proper Method in proving that the ſeveral 
Books of the New Teſtament were written by 


thoſe zo whom they are aſcribed. 


You may be very ſure therefore that what he 


ſays of Inſpiration, is artfully introduc'd by him, 
N 5 | ro 


» Differt. p. 11. Piſſert, p. 22, 25, 61, 62, &c. 
E Diſſert. p. 46. e 
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(40) 


to miſlead and impoſe on his inattentive Reader. 
We have ſeveral times caught him uſing diſho- 
neſt Artificez but in the next thing | am to re- 
mark, I know not how to excuſe him from ſome 
degree of Malice. My Lord of London having 
oblerv'd, that the Writers of the 2 Goſpels (for 
it is of them only his Lordſhip ſpeaks, altho' the 
Diſſertation repreſents him as ſpeaking generally 
of all the Authors of the New Teſtament & ) were 

fo far from being artful and deſigning Men, that 

they were reproach'd by the Enemies of Chriſtianity 
as rude and mean, ſimple and illiterate. * Your 

Author ſays, © this is what moſt Divines affect 
« to acknowledge” and adds a little after, but 
„ where is the Piety or Attachment ſhewn to 
& our excellent Religion, to be thus continually 

« aſperſing its Founders, and fixing to their Per- 

“e ſons the baſe Characters of Fools and Beggars“? 
Tour Author, it is true, has given me little reaſon, 
by any thing he has done 1n this Performance, to 
entertain a great Opinion of his Learning; yet I 
can't believe him ſo ignorant, as not to under» 
ſtand that rude and mean, ſimple and illiterate, may 
ſignify ſomething not quite ſo low as Fools and 
Beggars; however, till he produces the Divines 
who have fixed theſe baſe Characters to the Per- 
ſons of the Evangeliſts, or other Authors of the 
New Teſtament, he mutt paſs with me for a 
Slanderer. Sure I am that the Biſhop has given 
him not the leaſt Handle to affirm this of him. 
All that his Lordſhip ſays of the Evangeliſts is, 
that they were not artful and deſigning Men. He 

does not ſay in his own Perſon that they were 
rude and mean, ſimple and illiterate, but that they 
were reproach'd as ſuch by the Enemies of Chri- 
ſtianity, whence this Man ought to have conclu- 


Z 45 ded 
X Diſſert. p. 23. 1 Paſtoral Letter, P. 13. 
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(44). 
ded that he eſteems it not to be true, but an in- 
jurious Reflection caſt upon them. And is there 
not good reaſon to ſubſcribe to his Lordſhip's! 
Opinion herein? It cannot be ſaid with any 
Truth of St. Matthew, that his Circumſtances 
were mean, or that either he or Sr. Luke were 
rude and illiterate; and whoever aſſerts it of St. 
Mark, does it without any manner of Founda- 
tion. Divines to be ſure have often ſpoken of 
the Twelve Apoſtles in general, as Men in a pri- 
vate and ordinary way of Life, of no conſidera- 
ble Wealth, Intereſt or Influence in the World, 
and as forſaking even that little they had to fol- 
low Jeſus; as Men of a mean Education, and lit- 
tle or no Learning; and this, no doubt, is their 
true general Character, and a Circumſtance that 
adds no little Weight to the Credibility of the 
Goſpel. Had they been Men of great Politeneſs 
and Addreſs, well verſed in Letters and the Art 
of Perſuaſion, ſome poſſibly might have aſcrib'd 
the Succeſs of their Preaching to this; although 
we don't find that the wiſeſt and moſt eloquent 
of the Philoſopers made any conſiderable Pro- 
greſs in propagating their Opinions among Man- 
kind, not even Socrates and Plato themſelves. 
Had' they been Perſons: of grear Wealth and 
Power, it might have been thought owing to 
the Weight and Influence they had over their 
Inferiors, that the Goſpel Doctrine was ſo ſoon 
ſpread; and yet it muſt have been an Influence 
incredibly great to have reach'd ſo far, and even 
that, how great ſoever, muſt, one would think, 
have died with the Apoſtles themſelves. Had 
they enliſted Armies, and propagated their Reli- 
ion with the Sword, as Mahomet and his Fol- 
wen did, we could have raiſed no Argument 
for the Truth of what they preach'd from the 
G Greatneſs 


- 642) | 
Greatneſs of their Succeſs. But how it is poſſible 
that Men of their Station in Life ſhould in fo 
few Years Time have ſpread. thro' the vaſt Ex- 
tent of the Roman Empire, a Doctrine contrary 
both to the Luſts and inveterate Opinions of 
thoſe who embrac'd'it, notwithſtanding the vio- 
lent Oppoſition which was every where made 
againſt them, except they had been ſupported 
by thoſe ſupernatural Powers promiſed by our 
Saviour, and related in the Book of Adds as con- 
ferred on them, is no ways conceivable by the 
Wit of Man. Diviges have alſo frequently ſpo- 
ken of the Simplicity of the Apoſtles and their 
Writings; this Word, tho' in our vulgar Lan- 
guage abuſed often to denote Folly, you very 
well know contains the higheſt Commendation, 
ſignifying that which is the true Effect of the 
greateſt Wiſdom, their  /nmocency and Integrity, 
their being without Guile, Fraud or Deceit. 
The Author of the Diſſertation ſays, that 
c the external, or written Word of God, can 
& have no other ſure Teſt, than that of its on 
& intrinſick Excellency, as it ſtands apparently 
& conform to the div ine Nature, and to the Na- 
& ture and Reaſon of things.“ And the Para- 
graph before this inſinuates, that the Biſhop 


ought to have brought his Proofs for the In- 


& ſpiration of the New Teſtament, from the Pro- 
* priety and Excellency of the Subjeft- Matter of 
* its ſeveral Books.” Theres no Poſſibility of, 
ſatisfying the Man. Vou have ſeen him decla- 
ring, that if the Biſnop made good the two 
Heads before recited, that was ſaſſicient; and he 
won d merit the Applauſc of all Chriſtendom. 
His Lordſhip has accordingly made thoſe good. 
But now, it ſeems, that is not ſufficient, wy 
„ mu 


— 
o 


Diſſert. p. 0. 


(a). 


muſt prove the intrinſick Excellency of the 


Writings of the New Teſtament: This my 
Lord has alſo done in a former Paſtoral Letter, 
and given an admirable Summary of it in the Be- 


ginning of this; of which nor the leaſt Notice 


is taken. Thus, you ſee, nothing will pleaſe, 
nothing will content this'Man. When he adds, 
„That the written Word of God muſt neceſ- 


&« ſarily prove itſelf, and not be made to ſubſiſt 
“on the Credit of any Set of Men whatſoever “,“ 


it's a hard matter to'know his meaning. ' Either 
he wou'd have it, that it's impoſſible God ſnhouꝰd 
reveal any Truth to us, which we know not al- 
ready by natural Light; or that he ſhou'd reveal 
it to us by the Intervention of any Man; or that 
he ſhou'd ſuffer this Revelation to be put into 


Writing, or this Writing to be convey'd down 


from Generation to Generation. If he does not 
mean one or the other of theſe, I am at a loſs to 
know what he wou'd be at: and till he is pleas'd 
to explain himſelf, it's utterly in vain to attempt 
an An r. e 

I am at length arriv'd at the main Subject of 
this grand Performance, and hope to diſpatch 
that in fewer Pages, than thoſe I have already 
blotted. The firſt Enquiry is concerning the 
Author of the Goſpel uſually aſcrib'd to St. Mat- 
thew. The Objections he raiſes upon this Head 
are reducible to theſe five: The Form of the Titles 
affix*d to the four Goſpels being one and the fame, 
it's highly prebable they ere not plac'd there by the 
Writers themſelves, and can be ng Proof who THEY 
ere. The Mriter of the Goſpel aſcribid to St. Mat- 
thew, has net thought fit, by any. thing he has ſaid, 
either to make himſelf known, or the Time and Oc- 
caſion of his writing it. Matthew the Apoſile is 

2 2% en 
b Diſſert. 5. 26. Diſſert p. 28, 29. 
4 Diſſert. p. 69, 61. 
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(44) 
but twice mention'd in this Goſpel, both times in the 
third Perſon, and once with a Term of Reproach®. 
It has been imputed to various other Authors f. And 
the only Reaſon why it's thought to be St. Mat- 
thew's, is the Credulity of Irenzus, who took it 
upon truſt from Papias b. This is the Sum of 
what he ſays, as well as I can collect it from va- 
rious Parts of his Work; for, in truth, he is ſo 
looſe and rambling a Writer, that to follow him 
Paragraph by Paragraph, wou'd involve one in 
endleſs Repetitions. In anſwer to the firſt thing 
objected, I readily allow, that it's very probable 
the Titles of the four Goſpels were not affix'd 
to them by the Writers themſelves. But that 
they were not placed there by Perſons who per- 
fectly well knew by whom each Goſpel was 
written, is incumbent on this Author to prove. 
All he has advanced to this purpoſe is, &, That 
64 St. Chryſaſtom expreſiy aſſures they were afhx'd 
& by ſome foreign Hand, and that long after the 
& ſaid Goſpels were wrote and collected; and 
„“ therefore Herelicks inſiſt, 'tis likely the Party 

« ho affix d them, only gueſs'd at the Mat- 
“ ter, or he 8 ſet the Titles purpoſely to 
c deceive *. To build this on the ſole Teſtimony 
of St. Chryſoſtom, who flouriſh'd not 'till towards 
the Concluſion of the fourth Century, cannot 
be ſo right in an Author, who has expreſs'd 
himſelf with ſome Warmth againſt his Oppo- 
nent, for having mention'd a thing en paſſant up- 
on the Authority of Origen, who flouriſh'd at 
the Beginning of the third Century; eſpecially 
{ince he has not thought fit to let us know from 
whom St. Chryſoſtom might learn this, or whe- 
ther he mentions the particular Time when, or 
| | the 
Diſſert. p. 30. Diſſert. p. 31, and 45. 
* Diſſert. p. 30, and 45, 46. b Diſſert. p. 29. 
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the Perſon by whom the Titles were affix d. But 
after all, has St. Chryſoſtom ſaid what he puts in- 
to his Mouth? Not one word of it. I'll tran- 
{late the Paſſage referr'd ro, and leave you to 
judge. Moſes having wrote five Books, put not 
his Name to them; neither did thoſe who compos'd 
the Hiſtories that follow his, {et their Names to 
them; neither did Matthew, nor John, nor Mark, 
nor Luke; but St. Paul always prefixes his Name 
to his Epiſtles. Why ſo? Becauſe they (that is, 
Moſes, the ancient Hiſtorians which follow'd 
him, and the four Evangeliſts) wrote to Perſons 
| preſent ; and it was needleſs to name themſelves 
when preſent : but he ſent his Writings afar off, 
and in the Form of an Epiſtle ; for which Reaſon 
the Addition of bis Name was neceſſary i. I know 
this is the Paſſage; becauſe having read the whole 
Homily cited by him in the Margin, not one 
word is there in it concerning the Titles affixed 
to the Goſpels, nor any thing that has ſo near 
a relation thereto, as theſe which are the firſt 
Words of it: Beſides, Father Simon, who, as I 
obſerv'd before, is his principal Guide, quotes 
theſe Words in the Chapter wherein he treats of 
the Titles prefixed to the four Goſpels *, and in- 
troduces them alſo with expreſly aſſures. But 
what does Father Simon ſay, St. Chry/offtom ex- 
preſly aſſures? That the Names which are prefixed 
to each Goſpel, were not put there by thoſe who were 
the Authors of thoſe Goſpels. What does your 
Author ſay that St. Chryſoſtom expreſly aſſures 
us? That the Titles of the four Goſpels were affixed 
by ſome foreign Hand, and that long after the ſaid 
Goſpels were wrote and collected. Father Simon 
has certainly gone too far, in ſaying that St. CH- 
| | ſoftom 
i Chryf. Hom. 1. in Epiſt, ad Rom. 
* Simon. Hiſt. Crit. chap. 2. | 


3 WE, 
ſoſtom expreſly aſſures what is to be learnt from 
him only by way of Inference or Deduction. 
St. Chryſoſtom does not ſo much as intimate that 
there were any Names at all prefix'd to the Go- 
ſpels; how then can he expreſly aſſure us concern- 
ing what he does not mention? But this Man 
has proceeded much further, he tells us that St. 
Chryſoſtom expreſly aſſures, not only what muſt be 
collected from him by a yet more remote Infe- 
rence, but alſo what can never be learnt from 
him by any Deduction at all. It may indeed 
be inferr'd, that ſince the Evangeliſts did not 
ſet their own Names to the Goſpels they wrote, 
and we find their Names in the Titles pre- 
fixed, that theſe Titles were placed there by 
ſome other Hand; but this is not expreſſed b 
St. Chryſoſtom; he does not ſay that the Four 
Goſpels had Names affixed to them by any 
Hand; how is it poſſible then he ſhould ſay 
that they were affix'd long after the ſaid Goſpels 
were wrote and collected? Notwithſtanding your 
Author very gravely introduces his Hereticks 
reaſoning upon this, which St. Chryſoſtom never 
ſaid. And THERETORH Hereticks inſiſt, "tis 
likely the Party who afhix'd them only gueſs'd 
eat the Matter, or he might ſer the Titles pur- 
& poſely to deceive.” Who muſt theſe He 
ticks be? Poſſibly you thought he was ſpeaking 
of ſome antient wild Sets of Chriſtians, who 
rejected one Goſpel and received another, and 
who are long ſince extinguiſh'd. No; as he is 
the firſt Man that ever made St. Chryſoſtom ſay 
this, fo is he the only Man that ever drew a Con- 
cluſion from it; conſequently theſe Hereticks 
are no other than his individual ſelf ; and you 
may take it for granted, from one end of his 
| Book to the other it is generally ſo to be under- 
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trends accordingly he often ſpeaks of them as 
now lubſiſting; but when he adds, that the Bi- 
ſhop of London's Third Paſtoral Letter muſt 
needs increaſe their Number, I muſt beg his 
Pardon if I underſtand not this, till he is pleaſed 
to ſhew me the Art he has of multiphriog him- 
ſelf. You have often been told by certain Gen- 
tlemen, of pious Frauds, who never would own 
any Forgeries that were deſign'd for the promo- 
ting of lofideliry ; the next time any of them 
ſneeringly mention holy Cheats, and lying for God's 
ſake, ſhew them this Book of your Author, turn 
them to this Place, ask them if it be not a down- 
right Forgery to make St. Chryſoſtum ſay what 
he never ſaid, and to repreſent Hereticks as ar- 
guing from * 3 ask them what Name muſt be 
put upon this Fraud, and if this be Jying for the 
Devil's Sake? After all, had St::Chry/o/lom ſaid 
what this Man would have him ſay, the Conclu- 
ſion drawn from it would have been at beſt no 
more than a groundleſs Conjecture; becauſe long 
after the Goſpels were collected, it might have 
been very certain who wrote each of them, AE 
tho' the Titles had not been affix'd to them; 
and indeed had the Titles been wanting to this 
Hour, we have ſufficient Evidence who was the 
Writer of each Golpel, and for that reaſon are 
very ſure that the Perſon who /et the Titles had no 
purpoſe to deceive. What follows carries its own 
Confuration along with it, There being nothing 
“ more common in the early Days of Chriſtia- 
& nity, than to ſend Forgeries abroad under the 
& moſt ſpectous Titles; which nevertheleſs, when 
«they came to be examin'd, bewray'd them- 
« (elves, having nothing in them worthy thoſe 
& holy Perſons whoſe Names FN bore. 2 "oa 
- Golpel 
1 Diſſert. p. 10. m Dien 7. 29. 
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Goſpel of St. Matthew therefore having now 
ſtood the Examination of near Seventeen-hundred 
Years, and (till being acknowledg'd worthy the 
holy Perſon whoſe Name it bears, has, I hope, 
a true Title prefix'd to it. 
The Four Goſpels having been univerſally re- 
ceived from the beginning by all the Apoſtolick 
and other Catholick Churches, without the leaſt 
Doubt or Heſitation, as the genuine Works of 
thoſe Authors whoſe Names they bear, there is 
no queſtion but the Titles were prefix'd for Di- 
ſtinction ſake, and for that reaſon are very near 
as old as the Goſpels themſelves. When St. Peter 
authoriz'd Mark's Goſpel to be read in the Chur- 
ches, is it credible they would not add a Title, 
to diſtinguiſh it from that of St. Matthew? In 
like manner, when St. Luke's Goſpel was receiv'd 
by the Churches, would they not prefix a Title 
for the ſame reaſon? as alſo afterwards to that of 
8 There is no one I ſuppoſe ever pre- 
tended to bring the Titles alone as a Proof who 
vere the Writers of the ſeveral Goſpels, but, the 
Titles as witneſſed to by the concurrent Teſti- 


mony of all the Apoſtolick and Catholick Chur- 


ches; your Aũùthor therefore might have ſpared 
his Trouble on this Head, for it is very little to 
his Purpoſe. | 75 
Another thing objected againſt the Goſpel 
aſcribed to St. Matthew is, That the Author 
ce has given no Account of himſelf who he is, 
in what Time, to whom, or upon what Mo- 
&« tives or Information he began to write.“ For 
Anſwer to this, I refer you at preſent to the 
Words of St. Chryſoſtom, which I juſt now tran- 
flared, and ſhall give you a full Solution to all 
| [Beef he 
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he urges upon this Head, when I come to conſi- 
der his Second Enquiry. 

A third Thing objected is, That & Martbew 
« the Apoſtle is but twice, mentioned in this 
« Goſpel, in both Places, incidentally in the 
« Third Perſon. ” Will this Author fay, that 
Julius Ceſar wrote not an Account of his Tranſ⸗ 
actions in Gaul, or my, Lord Clarendon à Hiſtory 
of our Civil Diſſenſions, becauſe they are named 
incidentally in the Third Perſon? Ay, but & he 
would have ſpoke of himſelf with ſome Ne ote 
C. of Diſtinction, and in the Firſt Perſon, except 
« he did it covertly, and with Intention to con- 
« ceal himſelf.” Will this. Man pretend that 
Julius Ceſar always mentions himſelf in the 
Third Perſon with an Intention to conceal him- 
ſelf? I trow. not. But what ſays e 99 a 


„ 


pel; he had long preach'd it to 9 5 and being 
ſhortly. to leave them, he committed it to Wri- 
ting, that it might ſupply his Abſence; they 
well knew the Author, and the Occaſion of his 
Writing, and had been no Strangers to the 
Things which he wrote; there was no Poſſibi- 
lity therefore of his bung an Intention to con- 
ceal himſelf. Well; but “he would never have 
« appropriated to himſelf tbat Term of Re- 
ce proach, calling himſelf a Publican, contrary 
c to the natural Policy of all Authors who have 
Jan deſire their Works ſhould be credited.” ? 

It is very remarkable that what he calls the n 
tural Policy of all Authors, the ſacred 7 
| hag univerſally avoided ; fo that if the want of 
nis be any Proof that St. Matthew was not the 
AN of the Goſpel which 830 his Magd 1 
2H. ih 
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1 
will alſo prove that Moſes was not the Author of 


the Pentateuch, or St. Paul of ſeveral of the 
5 Epiſtles aſcribed to him; but in truth this is a 


Circumſtance that adds not a little Weight to 
the Evidence we have of the Truth of Chriſtia- 


nity. The Fwelve Apoſtles, who were ſent by 


Chriſt into all the World to publiſh the Hiftory 


of his Life and Doctrine, we plainly find did not 
ſpare themſelves in the Accounts they gave; for 
the written Gofpels are but Specimens of what 
the Apoſtles every where preach'd ; and from 


thoſe it is ſufficiently evident, that as little was 


faid by them to raiſe their own Character, much 
was ſaid to leſſen it; they fairly laid open their 
many ſtrong and laſting Prejudices, their great 
want of Faith after the mightieſt Works wrought 
and the plaineſt Inſtructions given them, their 
Slowneſs of Apprehenſion, their Forgetfulneſs of 
what Chriſt had ſaid to them, their Contentions 
who ſhould be the greateſt in the Kingdom they 
imagin'd was now erecting; their Surprize at 
Chriſt's Apprehenſion, their fleeing from and 
forſaking him. They related alſo the great Am- 
bition of James and 

bedee; and Peter's baſe Denial of his Maſter, juſt 


after he had been warn'd of it, and had made 


Profeſſion of laying down his Life for him. And 
it is remarkable that the Goſpel which gives us 
the moſt particular Account of Peter's Denial, 
is that very Goſpel which was preach'd by Peter 
himſelf; for Mark wrote his Goſpel from the 
Preaching of St. Peter. Nothing is more evident 
therefore than that theſe Men did not dreſs up a 
Story to impoſe on the Credulity of others, but 


gave a plain Relation of what themſelves knew 


to be Fact, or were fully convinc'd on the ſtrong- 
eſt Evidence was ſuch. The various Predictions 
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and many miraculous Works of Chriſt perſuaded 
them that he was what he declar'd himſelf to be, 
and theſe they faithfully related to others, hat 
that they might be convinc'd of the ſame. If 
we give Credit to the Facts they report, we can- 
not but be perſuaded as they were. For is it 
poſſible that any one ſhould do the Works which 
they tell us Jefus did, and foretel the ſeveral 
Events he foretold, except God be with him? 
And have we any the leaf reaſon to queſtion or 
doubt of their Relation? Does there appear to 
be any Artifice, any Colouring, any Conceal- 

ment of Truth, any excuſing themſelves, any 
falſe Gloſſes, any Turns or Shitts in the Account 
they give? Is it not told in the molt open, frank, 
and ingenuous manner? Is it not told by Perſons 
that gave full Credit to it themſelves? by Per- 
ſons that perſever'd in the Belief of it to the 
End? that ran all Hazards to propagate the Be- 
lief of it among others? and ſome of whom ſeal'd 
the Teſtimony they gave with their Blood? and 
this, when, had what they ſo ſtifly maintained 
been falſe, they had no poſſible End to promote. 
Your Author adds in the Margin, The Name 
0 nas well as Office of a Publican was had in the 
© utmoſt Dereſtation among all the Fews; fo 
« thit a Book wrote by any under that Character 
% would never be touch'd by them.“ Was he 
then a Publican when he wrote that Book? The 
Character of one who had many Years before 
been a Publican, but had renounced his unjuſt 
Gain, forſook his profitable Employment, and 
led a moſt virtuous and exemplary Life, ſurely 


could be no Detriment to his Book, or any way 
leſſen the Credit of it. 


„ The 
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The fourth thing objected is, That this Goſpel 
has been imputed to other Authors d. As he has 
ſeen fit to name no Authority, and the whole he 
ſays upon this Head reſts entirely upon his own 
Shoulders, I have nothing to do, but to put a 
Negative upon every ſingle Sentence, and leave 
my Credit to balance his. Perhaps you'll think 
me bold in venturing upon ſo many Negatives; 
but I know my Man too well to eſteem it ha- 
zardous. In Contradiction therefore to what 
your Author aſſerts, I aver, That our preſent Go- 
{pel of Ft. Matthew did xo bear different Titles 
and Names in the very firſt Age of Chriſtianity: 
That it's Now the ſame with that formerly entitled 
according to the Hebrews : That Divines do Not 
agree it's the ſame with that, which was ſome time 
aſcrib'd to the Twelve Apoſtles in general, and at 
other times to ſome one Apoſtle in particular; as to 
Bartholomew, % James, 10 Peter, and laſt of all 
10 Matthew: That it has Nor been imputed 10 
ſingle Hereticks, as the Authors of it, ſuch as Ce- 
rinthus, Tatian, Sc. or again to whole Sects, ſuch 
as the Narzarens, the Ebionites, the Encratites, 
and the like, THERE HAVING THEREFORE BEEN 
No ſuch different Denominations, 1T's IMPOSSIBLE 
they ſhou'd evince, that the Ancients were at any 
loſs to whom to aſcribe this Goſpel. To fay all in 
one word; Our preſent Goſpel never had any 
other Title than what it now has, nor was ever 
_ aſcrib'd to any other Author than St. Matthew 
and cou'd your Author have prov'd any one of 
his Aſſertions, no doubt he wou'd have done it. 
He gives you a Scrap of Latin at the End of 
this notable Paſſage from Sandius, who wrote 
but in the laſt Century; leſt you ſhou'd take 
that for Proof, I'll tranſlate the whole Sentence. 
| More» 
3 Diſſert. p. 31. 
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Moreover, that the Goſpel of the Hebrews was 
the ſame alſo with the Goſpel of Tatian, and the 
Encratites, or with the Goſpel of all the Apoſtles, 
or with the Goſpel of James, is not improbable, as 
we ſhall ſhew afterwards; ſo impoſſible is it to de- 


termine any thing certain concerning it. This Gen- 


tleman, you ſee, is ſpeaking of the Goſpel of 


the Hebrews; and your Author, with his uſual 


Sincerity and Ingenuity, applies it to the Goſpel 


of St. Matthew, preſuming it, I ſuppoſe, 10 be 
the ſame. But, in truth, it was not the ſame; 
having many Additions and Alterations: The 


Nazarens added greatly to it. The Ebionites 


both cut off from it, and added to it. Probably 


alſo Cerinthus, Tatian, and the Encratites mo- 
dell'd it according to their ſeveral Sentiments. 
For it was the univerſal Practice of the Here- 


ticks to make the Scriptures a Lesbian Rule, and 


bend them to their own Convenience. But will 


any one ſay, after they had thus adulterared, 


mangled, and changed it, that it was any longer 
the Goſpel of St. Matthew? And becauſe when 


the Ebionites had fitted it for their peculiar Uſe, 
thus altered, it was called the Gofpel of the E- 


bionites; and when the Encratites had dreſs'd it 
up to their Fancy, it was called the Goſpel of 
the Eucratites; is it reaſonable to ſay, that the 


Goſpel of St. Matthew was aſcribed to theſe 


Sects, as the Authors? The Adulterations, no 
doubt, they have a juſt Right to. And who 


ever imputed the other Part to them? Or if any 
Hereticks, after having thus abus'd it to therr 


own vile Purpoſes, prefix'd the ſpecious Name 
of the Twelve Apoſtles, or of any one favourite 


Apoſtle, ſhall it be ſaid that St. Matthew's Go- 


ſpel has been aſcrib'd to thoſe Apoſtles as the 
Authors? No; all that can be truly affirm'd is, 
| | | that 
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that theſe Men have wickedly us'd the Names 
of the Apoltles, to patronize the Changes and 
Interpolations they have made. But what has 
all this to do with our preſent Goſpel of St. Mat- 
thew ? Did we receive it from any of theſe He- 
reticks? Or was there a Time from the firſt wri- 
ting of it, when it was not in Poſſeſſion of the 
Apoſtolick Churches? Beſides, from whom do 


we receive the Account of the ſeveral Sects a- 


mong the Hereticks, what Goſpels they us'd, 
what Alterations they made in them, and what 
Titles they gave them? Is it not from thoſe who 
convicted them of their Forgeries? Is it not from 
thoſe who made uſe of our preſent Goſpels, and 
have prov'd, beyond all ContradiCtion, that they 
are the only true and genuine ones? There's another 
Piece of Latin in the Margin; and that it may give 
you no Uneaſineſs, I'll explain it to you. Sandius 


had obſerv'd, that St. Jerome in his Life of Mat- 
thew ay, that when he, 1. e. St. Matthew, 
brings Proofs from the Old Teſtament, he does not 

follow the Authority of the Seventy Tranſlators, but 


the Hebrew. MHhereas, adds Sandius, in our mo- 
dern Goſpel the contrary RATHER is done. This 
amounts to an Acknowledgment, that it's not 
altogether ſo done: But ſuppoſing it had, and 
that Jerome was ſpeaking of St. Matthew's He- 
brew Goſpel z whereas, in truth, he is ſpeaking 
of the Goſpel of the Nazarens, which differ'd 


not a little from St. Matthew's; What then? 


Why thence, ſays he, one wou'd be apt to conclude, 
that the Goſpel of St. Matthew, usd by the Anci- 
ents, was different from ours. But certainly this 
wou'd be a moſt wild Concluſion; for cou'd any 
thing be more natural, than that the Perſon who 
tranſlated St. Matthew's Goſpel from the He- 
brew, ſhou'd take the cited Places from the Sep- 

| r Diſlert. 31, tuagini 
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tuagint Verſion ſince thoſe for whoſe Service the 
Tranflation was made, underſtood not the He- 
brew Bible, and had been wholly uſed to that 
Greek Verſion? | | 
A fifth thing objected is, © That Hiſtory af- 

« fords no Evidence who was the Author till at 
“ leaft One hundred Years after the pretended 
„Publication of our preſent Goſpel. * That 
& treneus, who flouriſhed not till towards the 
“ Concluſion of the Second Century, is the firſt 
„ Writer who adventur'd to cite Matthew the 
“ Apoſtle as Author of this Goſpel by Name“, 
and his Teſtimony is founded upon the Tradi- 
“tion he receiv'd from Papias, whole Scholar 
„ he was; ſo that upon this Fool and Knave both 
(according to Euſebius) doth the whole Tradi- 
tion of Matthew's being the Author of the 
* Goſpel we now make uſe of depend. For Eu- 
&« ſebius plainly took it from them both, not- 
« withſtanding his bad Opinion of the Men; 
« and to theſe all the following Church Writers 
venture to ſubſcribe, without any Diſquiſition, 
& as appears, into the Fact.“ This, I ſuppoſe, 
he eſteems his Maſter-Stroke, for he triumphant- 
ly adds, . And this is the goodly Evidence (ſay 
the Hereticks) which we Orthodox Believers 
have been all along taught to confide in, and 
* which having been ſo often objected to us in 
« Triumph by the Adverſary, it is much to be 
% wonder'd the Letter- Writer ſhould paſs it 
© over, without offering to furniſh the World 
© with ſome more material Evidence in its ſtead.” 
Hereticts, you know, is his own dear individual 
ſelf; having ſo often objected, is his having repeat- 
ed it again and again*in this Book; and he may, 
f I'tt 

2 Diſſert. p. 45. - b Diſſert. p. 30, 31. N 

6 Diſſert. p. 45, 46. 6 Diſlert. p. 30, 31, 45, 46, 48. 
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I'll venture to affirm, repeat it a long time yet 
before he believes it. In Triumph, that is, in hope 
to triumph over all ſuch Readers as are willing 
to take every thing he ſays upon Truſt, rather 
than be at the Pains to examine the Truth of it. 
But what an unreaſonable Man is this, to expect 
the Biſhop ſhould take notice of an Objection 
before it was ever conceiv'd? or wonder at his 
paſſing it over, when no Man living beſides this 
Author ever once dream'd of it? He adds, with- 
out offering to furniſh the World with ſome more 
material Evidence. Evidence more home to the 
Point than this of /renens and Papias cannot poſ- 
ſibly be; but if he means more early Evidence, 
it is not true, for the Biſhop has furniſh'd it, of 
which he has been pleaſed to take no manner of 
notice. Whereas he makes the whole Tradition 
of Matthew's being the Author of this Goſpel to de- 
pend on Irenæus and Papias, or rather on Papias 
alone, he might have ſeen in the Paſtoral Letter 
the Authorities both of Clement of Alexandria and 
of Origen. And whereas he aſſerts, that Irenæus 
is the firſt Writer who adventur d to cite Matthew 
| the Apoſile as Author of this Goſpel by Name, and 
that Hiſtory affords no Evidence who was the Au- 
thor till at leaſt One hundred Years after the pre- 
tended Publication, he might have ſeen in the Pa- 
ſtoral Letter theſe Words, Polycarp, a Diſciple 
c of St. John, mentions theſe Four Goſpels di- 
&« ſtinctly and by Name, with particular Cir- 
* cumſtances relating to each.” * There is no 
one who has not read Euſebius, but would un- 
derſtand by your Author's Repreſentation of the 
Matter, that Papias had wrote nothing, that Vre- 
næus is the firſt Writer who ever took notice of 
St. Matthew's being the Author of the 3 

| 3 which 
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which bears his Name, and that he had no other 
Knowledge of it than what he had heard from 
Papias by word of Mouth; ſo that it was above 
One Hundred Years after its Publication betore - 
the Author of it was mentioned by any, Writer; 
and that Euſebius knew nothing more of it than 
what he read in Irenæus, This, Madam, you, 
who have been converſant in Euſebi us, know to 
be falſe in every Article; and could have informs 
ed this Man that Papizs wrote five Books, ſeen 
and read by Euſebius, who tranſcribes tom them, 
among ſeveral other things, the Relation he makes 
of St. Matthew's having wrote his Goſpel-in the 
Hebrew Language; that there is not the leaſt _ 
appearance: that Treneis borrow'd his Account 
from Papias, but much rather the contrary b; 
and that Euſebius has reported what he learm of 
St. Matthew's Goſpel from ſeveral others as well 
as thoſe two. And pray be ſo good to turn over 
that Author once more, and ſee if there be one 
Mord dropt by him betraying an ill Opinion of 
treneus, or if Papias be called Anave, or any thing 
like it be in the leaſt infinuatedy it is true he 
eſteem' d the latter a Man of a flender Judgment, 
thought him not rightly to have comprehended 
ſome "myſtical Sayings of the Apoſtles which he 
had heard, and therefore to have given rather a 
fabulous than juſt Account of them a, but he no 
where impeaches his Honeſt . 

l' now lay before you in a brief manner FP Mme 
Part of the Evidence we have that Marthew the 
Apoſtle is Author of that Goſpel which bears his 
Name Euſebius in his Liſt of the ſacred W ri- 

| 1 puts down the Four 8 among thoſe 
i Book: 

2 Fuſeb. B. 3. chap. 39. d Zuſeb. B. 5. chap. 8. Tren. 
L. 3. cap. 11 © Euſeb. B. 3. chap. 24. B. 5. chap. 10. 
B. 6. chap. 14. B. 6. 25. 4 Eujeb. B. 3. chap. 39. 
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Books which had never been doubted of in the 
Church, and had always from the beginning been 
receiv'd as the ſincere, genuine, and uncorrupted 
Works of thoſe to whom they are aſcribed e. 
There 1s no little Weight in his Evidence, for it 
fully appears by his Hiſtory that he had made a 
_ thorough Search into this Matter, and was not 
afraid to tell what he found to be true. Flad ci- 
ther of the Four Goſpels been diſputed, there is 
no doubt but he would have ſhewn it with the 
ſame freedom as he uſes when he mentions the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, the Epiſtle of James, 
the Second of Peter, and the Second and Third 
of St. John; on the contrary he ſets them down 
as acknowledg'd by all Catholick Writers extant 
in his Time, contradicted by none. And he had 
the Opportunity of ſeeing very many, which are 
now entirely loſt, ſome of which he tells us wrote 
as early as the Time of the Emperor Adrian i, 
that is, within Twenty or Thirty Years after the 
Apoſtle John's Death. 2 
The next Witneſs I ſhall bring is Origen, who 
liv'd about One Hundred Years nearer the Apo- 
ſtolick Times, and therefore might have Oppor- 
tunity of knowing ſomething more of this Mat- 
ter than Euſebius; and what is his Evidence? ex- 
actly the ſame: That there were four only uncon- 
troverted Goſpels received in every Church under 
Heaven; that the firſt of theſe was wrote by Mat- 
thew, who had been a Publican, but was after- 
wards an Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt s. This Man can't 
be accuſed of having taken Things upon Truſt. 
Never was there a more diligent Enquirer after 
Truth. He was not only well ſeen in the Opi- 
nions 
„ . Lee. B. 3. chap. 25. | 

f Eyſeb. B. 4. chap. 3. 7, 8. 8s Orig. Com. in Matt. 
& Euſeb. B. 6. chap, 25. 
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nions of the Philoſophers, but had thoroughly 
examin'd the different Sentiments of the ſeveral 
Sects among Chriſtians h, as ſufficiently appears 
in his Writings. He had read the Commentaries 
of Symmachus the Ebionite in particular, wherein 
that Author inveighs againſt the Goſpel of St. 
Matthewi. Notwithſtanding, in all his immenſe 
Reading, and after the moſt induftrious Search, 
he could never find that the Goſpel which bears 
St. Matthew's Name was ever aſcribed. to an 
other Author, or diſputed by any one Catholick 
Church. Had he done ſo, he would moſt ſurely 
have told us, as you may plainly ſee by what he 
adds concerning thoſe Epiſtles which were by 
ſome doubted of, and particularly that to the 
Hebrews, of which, after having given his own 
Judgment, that the Sentiments are truly thoſe of 
the Apoſtle, but the Style more clegant, and that 
the Ancients had not without cauſe reported 1t 
to be St. Paul's, he ſays, but who wrote it God 
knows z we have an Account from ſome that it was 
written by Clement Biſhop of the Romans; from 
others, that it was written by Luke, Author of the 
Goſpel and the Acts k. Had there been any Doubt 
made concerning the Author of the Goſpel 
which goes under St. Matthew's Name, would 
he not have uſed the ſame Ingenuity in telling 
it? Is it not plainly natural to him in all his Wri- 
tings? That he was himſelf a moſt firm Believer 
of the Truth and Genuineneſs of this Goſpel, 
ſufficiently appears from his having wrote Twen⸗ 
ty- five Books of Commentaries upon it l. 
The next Perſon I ſhall mention is yet earlier, 
and his Evidence full as home to the Purpoſe. 
. . Tertullian 
h Orig. cont. Celſ. L. 5. & Grig. Hom. 1. Proæm. Luc. 


i Euſeb. B. 6. chap. 17. * Euſeb. B. 6. chap. 25. 
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Tertullian writing againſt the Marcionite Here- 
ticks, who acknowledg'd no other Goſpel, than 
St. Lues, and had corrupted even that, appeals 
5 the Churches which were founded by the 

Apoſtles, naming particularly the Churches of 
Corinth, Philippi, Theſſalonias, Rome, and thoſe 
Afiatick Churches which were under the imme- 
diate Inſpection of the Apoſtle John, for the 
Truth and Genuzneneſs, at only of Sr. Luke's, 
but af the other Three Goſpels. "He ſays, That 
Goſpel of Luke which' we defend, was received by 
the Apoſtolict Churches, from the Time it was firſt 
publiſhed, and is nom by all the Churches which 
hold Communion with them; but that of Marcion's 
is known to few. —— The: ſame Authority of the 
Apaſlalick Churches will warrant alſo the other G1- 

ſpels which we have through their Hands, and as 

_ they have receive!” them, I mean thoſe of John and 
Matthew, c.: Tertullign was a Man of quick 
Parts and great Reading, had been educated a 
Heathen, and when at the full Vigor of his Un- 
derſtanding became a Convert to Chriſtianity, 
and wrote à moit admirable Apology for the 
Chriſtians. ., 

Another Witneſs is Clement, who was Maſter 
of the Catachetical School in e at the 
ſame time that Zertullian became a Convert at 
Carthage. In anſwer to Julius Caſſianus, a He- 
retick, who. had alledg'd a Paſſage from the E- 
&yptiait Goſpel, he ſays, Me baue not this Saying 
in the four Goſpels deliver'd down to us *. In his 
Writings are frequent Quotations from each of 
.the four Goſpels, and particularly from St. Mat- 
thew'by Name*. This Man had à moſt inſatia- 
ble Thirſt after Truth, and ſpar'd no Pains to be 

Y Maitcr 
z Tertwll. 4 Marcion. L. 4. c. 5. ® Clem. Alex. 
Strom. L. 3. p. 553. * Clem. Alex, Strom. L. 1. p. 409 
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Maſter of it. He travell'd over a great Part of 
the World, convers'd with the, moſt knowin 
Men he cou'd every where find?; and had read 
Books without Number, not only the Greek Po- 
ets, Hiſtorians and Philoſophers, but the Works 
allo of heretical Chriſtians; as abundantly ap- 
pears from his Writings {till extant, which are 
fill'd with the moſt Learning, it may be, of any 
Books that were ever yet publiſn'd. Cou'd this 
Man bqignorant who were the Authors-of the 
four G Tele Was it not a thing eaſy to be 
learnt at that time? And had it been difficult, 
have we not Reaſon to think, from his known 
Character, that he wou'd have us'd all neceſſary 
Application and Diligence to have found it out? 
He was ſucceeded as Maſter of the School at A. 
lexandria by Origen, in the Year of our Lord 202 
at fartheſt. I can't ſuppoſe him leſs than 70 
Years of Age at that time; for I doubt not he 
had then finiſnh'd his moſt laborious and learned 
Work, which he calls his S:romata. If he be- 
gan not his Enquiry till he was 28 Years of Age, 
that is, in the Year of our Lord 180, about 
fourſcore Vears after the Apoſtle John's Death, 
and 116 after the firſt Publication of St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel; might it. not be well known, at 
that Diſtance of time, that the Four Goſpels 
had been receiv'd in all the Churches from their 
firſt Publication, and who were the Authors of 
them? Are we at any loſs to know, that the Ser- 
vice was formerly ſaid in Latin in our Church? 
And yet there is much longer Time elapſed than 
116 Vears, ſince the Latin Service was commonly 
us'd in our Churches. Perhaps you'll ſay there 
was no Printing in thoſe early Ages; but I hope 
there was Writing. Can it be thought that there 
© Clem. Al. Strom. L 1. P. 322. and Euſeb. B. 5. ch. 11. 
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was no authentick Account kept, in any of the 
numerous Churches where theſe Goſpels were 
us'd, who it was firſt brought them, upon whoſe 
Authority my receiv'd them, and when they 
began to be firſt read among them? Or that 
there was no one Biſhop, Presbyter, or Lay- 
man, in all theſe Churches, that recorded this 
in his own Writings, or ſent it by way of Epi- 
ſtle to his Friends? The very Copies of the Go- 
ſpels which were in uſe in their Churchis, muſt, 
one wou'd think at this time, help them to ſome 
plain Proofs. Had they no Marks to know their 
Age, neither from the Names of their Tranſcri- 


bers, nor from any Date affix'd, nor from the 


Character in which they were wrote? And ſure 


the Churches muſt have taken but little Care of 


their Books, if they had not, long after this, the 
very firſt Copies of the Goſpels that were brought 
them. And, by the way, it's very evident, that 
the Goſpels at this time, and long before, had 
the Names of the Evangeliſts prefixed to them, 


-as they have at preſent. For Tertullian accuſes 


Marcion the Heretick of prefixing no Name to 
his Goſpel, and aſcribing it to no Author; and 
adds, Here I might end the Diſpute, and contend, 
that a Work, which has no Name prefixed, is not 


to be acknowledg'd ©. Whence I think we may 


certainly conclude, that all, even the moſt anci- 


ent Manuſcript Goſpels which Tertullian had 
ſeen, were with the Titles prefix'd to them as 


now; and that, in his Opinion, they were fo 
from the Beginning. But ſuppoſing, after all, 


that Clement had no Help from any written Me- 
moirs, and cou'd learn nothing from the Age of 
the Manuſcript Goſpels preſerv'd in the Churches, 


both which ſeem ro me utterly incredible; the 


— Diſtance 
9 Tertull. adv. Marc. I. 4. c. 2. 
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Diſtance of Time was not ſo great, but it might 
have been known by Tradition. It's now al- 
moſt One hundred and twenty-ſeven Years 

| ſince the Nation eſcap'd that dreadful Blow 

deſign'd by the Gunpowder Plot. Had there 
been no other Memorial left of that ſignal 

Deliverance than the annual Feaſt, I am full 
perſuaded the Tradition cou'd not have been 

worn out by this time. Nay, I doubt not but 

there may be Perſons now found, who have re- 
ceivꝰ'd a Relation of that Fact from ſome that were 

"then living. Any one who is now Eighty- three, 
had he been ſo curious at the Age of nineteen or 
twenty to have enquir'd among old Folks, wou'd, 
no doubt, have found credible living Witneſſes 
of the Terror the Nation was at that Time&/in. 
How very eaſily then might Clement trace u 
the Tradition concerning the Authors of the 
Four Goſpels, which were read every Sunday in 

the Chriſtian Aſſemblies, to the Apoſtle John's 

Time, that was but fourſcore Years diſtant? How 
very many might he meet with in the ſeveral. 
Parts of the World which he viſited, who cou'd 

give him an Account, at ſecond-hand, from the 
Apoſtles themſelves? And that he did meet with 
ſome ſuch, himſelf informs us. And the Re- 
lation he has given of the Order-in which the 

Four Goſpels were written, was a Tradition 
handed down by Presbyters, or aged Men, FROM 
THE BEGINNING *. Had he been acquainted 
with no other than Narciſſus Biſhop of Jeruſa- 
lem , who was born much about the Time of 
the Apoſtle John's Death, cou'd not he have in- 
form'd him what he had learnt from many who 
had ſeen and convers'd with the Apoſtles? 


Irenæus 


* Clem. Alex. Strom. 1. 1. p. 3 2. and Euſeb. B. 5. ch. 11. 
Euſeb. B. 6. ch. 14. s Euſeb. B. 6. ch. 11. 
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Trenens was yet elder than Clement of Alexan- 


dria. His Words are theſe: © We have re- 
& ceiv'd the Knowledge of the Method of our 
_ «. Salvation from no others than thoſe by whom 


the Goſpel is come to us; which they ar firſt 
preached, but afterwards by the Will of God 


delivered to us in writing, to be the Foundation 


and Pillar of our Faith. It's not juſt to fay, 
that they preached before they had a perfect 
Knowledge, as ſome daringly affirm, boaſtin 

that they are the Correctors of the Apoftles. 
For after that our Lord aroſe from the Dead, 
and they were endued with the Power of the 
Holy Spirit from on High, they were fill'd 
with every ſpiritual Gift, and had perfect 
Knowledge, and went forth to the Ends of 
the Earth, preaching joyful News from God 
to us, and proclaiming heavenly Peace to 
Men; all and each of them having equally 
the Goſpel of God. Matthew publiſh'd his 


written Goſpel among the Hebrews in their 


own Language, while Peter and Paul preach'd 
at Rome, and laid the Foundation of a Church 
there. After their Departure, Marky, the 
Diſciple and Interpreter of Peter, deliver'd in 
writing to us thoſe Things which had been 
preach'd by Peter; and Luke, the Companion 
of Paul, recorded in a Book the Goſpel which 
had been preached by him. Afterwards John 
the Diſciple of our Lord, who alſo leaned 


upon his Breaſt at Supper, publiſh'd a Goſpel 


cc 


whilſt he dwelt at Epheſus in Aa. He af- 


terwards ſhews, from theſe Four Goſpels which 
were deliver'd by the Apoſtles to the Churches, 
and had by them been preſerved pure and uncor- 


rupt, that the pretended Goſpels of the Here- 


3 ticks 
n . 1. 
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ticks were either adulterated, or forged i. You 
well remember, Madam, the high Character 
given to Irenæus, while he was yet a Presbyter 
only, by the Martyrs at Lyons &; he was ſoon 
after this moſt deſervedly promoted to the Bi- 
ſhoprick of that City, which was about the 
Year of our Lord One hundred ſeventy-nine. 
How eaſy was it for him to learn the Truth of 
what he has aſſerted? To go no farther than his 
own City of Lyons; his immediate Predeceſſor 
in that Biſhoprick, under whom he had been 
a Presbyter, was Pothinus, who was moſt bar- 
barouſly kick'd, beat, and murther'd, when he 
was upwards of ninety, upon the account of his 
Profeſſion ®. Muſt not he have known how 
theſe Four Goſpels came to be receiv'd by the 
Church of Lyons, and who were the Authors of 
them? Had he made Enquiry into this Matter at 
the Age of twenty-five, that was bur fourteen 
Years after the Apoſtle John's Death ; how very 
many muſt he meet with in every Part of the 
World, who cou'd give him entire Satisfaction? 
And had he not been fully perſuaded of their 
Truth. and Genuineneſs, wou'd he have ſuffer'd 
Martyrdom? Jrenens, you ſee, in the Words I 
have quoted from him, expreſly ſays, that theſe 
written Goſpels are He Foundation and Pillar of 
our Faith; and we know, that at this time he 
ran the manifeſt Hazard of his Life for profeſ- 
ſing the Faith. Was it not then of the utmoſt 
Conſequence to him, to know the Genuinenefs 
of theſe Goſpels? And can we think that he did 
not uſe a proportionable Care and Diligence to 
ſatisfy himſelf herein? =F ſuch 9 
„ ͤ« 1111 2 * 


i Tren. . 3. 11. n. 9. . 4. c. 33. CE 
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had he, that it cou'd not require much Pains, 
nor any great Search to come at the Truth. If 
we take him at this time to have been no more 
than forty-five Years old, tho' the learned Dod- 
vel, I know, makes him to be now ſeventy; 
how many Perſons muſt he have found, in his 
younger Days, who had ſeen and convers'd with 
St. ohm, and with Multitudes of thoſe who had 
been Companions of the Apoſtles? We know 
from his own Words, that he was at Smyrna 
with Polycarp. He ſays, © Though he was at 
that time young, yet he remember'd what 
© then happen'd, more diſtinctly than things of 
ea later Date; ſo that he cou'd deſcribe the 
& Place in which St. Polycarp was wont to {it 
* and diſcourſe, his Times of going abroad and 
returning home, his Manner of Life, the 
& Shape and Features of his Perſon, the Diſ- 
e courſes which he made to the People, the Con- 
& verſation that paſs d between him and John; 
* and that alſo which he had with others who 
c had ſeen the Lord, as he related them; and 
© how he mention'd their Sayings, and what 
“ things he had heard of them concerning the 
Lord, both concerning his Miracles and his 
4 Doctrine: All which things did Polycarp re- 
“ late, as having received them from thoſe who 
© had been Eye- witneſſes of the Word of Life; 
and they were all agrecable to the Scriptures,” 
i. e. the Four Goſpels. I doubt not but you 
know this is Part of his Epiſtle ro Florinus. The 
laſt Words are added by him, becauſe Florinus 
was fallen off to the Valentinian n Set, who had 
forg'd a Goſpel of their own, wholly different 
from the Goſpels of the Apoſtles © And this 
is a thing, Madam, that I wou'd here obſerve to 

3 G7 7 JO 
" Euſeb. B. 5. ch. 20, o Iren. I. 3. c. 11. n. 9. 


( 67) BAN 
you, That the Writers of the Four Goſpels were 
ſo well known, and their Genuineneſs ſo firmly + 
believ'd by the Catholick Chriſtians of the firſt 
Ages, that, in all probability, nothing had been 
ſaid on this Subject by the three or four laſt Au- 
thors J have mention'd, had it not been in An- 
ſwer to Hereticks, who rejected ſome of theſe 
Goſpels, corrupted others, and were guilty of 
various Kinds of Forgeries. If therefore, before 
Treneus, we meet with but few Authors, who 
make expreſs mention of the Writers of the 
Four Goſpels, it is becauſe we have but few ex- 
tant; and among thoſe, none who wrote againſt 
the Hereticks, at leaſt not that Part of their 
Works. Had we now before us the Writings 
of Agrippa Caſtor, Hegeſippus, and thoſe many 
others who, Euſebius ? tells us, defended the Ca- 
tholick Doctrine againſt Hereticks in the Time 
of the Emperor Adrian, I doubt nat but we 
ſhou'd find them exactly concurring with thoſe 
already cited. And herein the Witneſſes I have 
produc'd are unanimous, that there were Four 
Goſpels only deliver'd down by the Apoſtles to 
the Churches, thoſe of Matthew, Mark, Luke 
and John; and theſe liv'd ſo near the Apoſtolick 


Times, that they cou'd not but know the Truth ©: 


of what they aſſerted. So that had, we no fur- 
ther Evidence, I think no reaſonable Man cou'd 
doubt who were the Authors of the Four Go- 
ſpels. When Theophilus, who was Biſho of 
- Antioch about the Year of our Lord One hun- 
dred and ſeventy, ſays, That the Prophets and the 
Goſpels are found to contain things exattly conſonant, 
becauſe all iaſpired Perſons ſpake by the ſame Spi- 
rita; and when Juſtin Martyr, in his Apology, 
about the Y car One hundred and forty, ſays, that 

| "© 3 We end 
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the Goſpels were read in the Chriſtian Aſſemblies on 
the Lord's Day, can it be in the leaſt queſtion'd, 

that theſe Four Golpels were underſtood b 
them? But we have Witneſſes earlier than theſe. 
Papias, Biſhop of Hierapolis, tho' he was a Man 
of little Judgment, yet might have a good Me- 
mory, and faithfully relate what he had heard 
from the Apoſtles and their Companions, ſo far 
as he underſtood it. However, we'll not truſt 
too much to his Memory; we'll uſe his Evidence 
only in thoſe things in which he cou'd not well be 

miſtaken; and ſo far your Author himſelf allows 
it. When therefore Papias reports, that the 
_ Goſpel'of St. Mark was authoriz d by the Apo- 
ſtle Peter to be read in the Churches *; thus 
much, I think, may be firmly depended on, that 
there was ſuch a Goſpel in his Time read in the 
Churches, and had becn fo, for ought he knew 
to the contrary, ever ſince the laſt Years of the 
Apoſtle Peter's Life. And when he fays that 
Matthew wrote his Goſpel in the Hebrew Lan- 
guage , is not this a clear Proof that there was 
a Goſpel then in the Church aſcrib'd to St. Mat- 
thew? It is not his Deſign here to tell who 
was the Author of this Goſpel; that was a thing 
well known to all; but the Relation he gives is, 
that this Goſpel was written originally in He- 
brew; and the Reaſon why he relates this is 
plain, becauſe, no doubt, at this Time it was 
read in the Church of Hierapolis, and all other 
Churches where they ſpoke Greek, in the Greek 
Language. This Papias had been a Hearer of 
the Apoſtle John, and was a Companion of Po- 
lycarp". And to confirm his Evidence, let me 
obſerve to you what Euſebius ſays in his Hi- 
5 „ OO ſtory, 

Diſſert. p. 50. * Euſeb. B. 2. ch. 15. 

t Euſeb. B. 3. ch. 39. u Iren. I. 5. c. 33. n. 4. 
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ſtory, . under the Reign of the Emperor Trajan, 
ar the beginning of which Reign happened the 
Death of the Apoſtle John; that there were very 
many Diſciples at that Time, who ſelling all they 
had, and diſtributing it to the Poor, performed the 
Office of Evangeliſts, preaching to thoſe who had 
NOT AT ALL heard the Word of Faith, and de- 
livering to them. the Books of the divine Goſpels ; 
who, after they had laid the Foundation of the Faith 
in ſome foreign Countries, and ordain'd them Pa- 
ſtors, went to other Nations.) Whence it is very 
evident, that in all Places where the Chriſtian 
Faith prevailed, and Churches were planted, the 
| Goſpels had been carried before this, and no 
doubt by the Apoſtles themſelves; for the ſame 
Euſebius tells us, that the Goſpel of St. Matthew 
was carried to the Indies by the Apoſtle Bartho- 

lomenw. * Bench 3 8 
The next Witneſs I ſhall mention is Polycarp. 
There are not only ſeveral plain Citations out of 
St. Matthew's Goſpel in that ſhort Epiſtle of his 
which he wrote to the Philippians, bur there are 
ſome Fragments of his preſerved, wherein he 
mentions the Four Goſpels by Name. Matthew, 
ſays he, as writing 10 the Hebrews, began his Go- 
ſpel with the Genealogy of Chriſt, that he might 
ſhew him to be deſcended from that Lineage of which 
all the Prophets foretold he ſhould be born.* Poly- 
carp you know was ordain'd Biſhop of Smyrna 
by the Apoſtles, and had converſed familiarly 
with many of thoſe who had ſeen our Lord. b 
He was a wife Man, and highly eſteem'd by all 
who knew him. So great was his Reputation, 
that even the Heathens call'd him the Doctor of 
Aſia, and the Father of the Chriſtians, and ex- 


preſſed 
Y Euſeb. B. 3. ch. 37. 2 Euſeb. B. 5. ch. 10. 
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preſſed ſome Apprehenſion after his Death, leſt 
the Chriſtians, forſaking him that was crucified, 
ſhould begin to worſhip Polycarp. © So firm was 
his Belief of the Goſpel Hiſtory, that he ſuffer'd 
Martyrdom in his extreme Old Age, tho' much 
perſuaded to the contrary by Perſons of Conſide- 
ration. He told the Proconſul, who alſo out of 
regard to his great Age. uſed Arguments with 
him to turn him from the Faith, that he had 
ſerved Chriſt Eighty-fix Years. He was in all 
Probability at this time upward of a Hundred. 
And if we place his Martyrdom ſo late as the 
Year of our Lord One hundred ſixty- ſeven, yet 
was he born ſome Years before the Deſtruction 
of Jeruſalem, and muſt have had Opportunity of 
being, acquainted with many who had ſeen our 
LAY as well as with the Apoſtle John. 
We have nothing now extant, after the Apo- 
ſtolick Writings, ſo antient as Polycarp's Letter, 
excepting a few Epiſtles of Ignatius Biſhop of 
Antioch, which he wrote in his Way to Rome, 
when he was ſent thither to be torn in pieces of 
wild Beaſts; and in theſe have we ſome plain Ci- 
tations from St. Matthew's Goſpel ; and two 
Epiſtles of St. Clement Biſhop of Rome, in the 
latter of which alſo we have evident Citations 
from the Goſpel of St. Matthew; and the Epiſtle 
of Barnabas, which has likewiſe Citations from 
the ſame Goſpel ; theſe two laſt Epiſtles might 
probably be written ſome time before the Apo- 
{tle John's Death; and a little Tract ſtil'd The 
J c_E 7 ::-.. 
There is one thing more I would obſerve to 
you before I leave this Subject : That it is im- - 
poſſible theſe Four Goſpels ſhould have gained 
ſuch ſpeedy and univerſal Credit in all me po- 
lical 


_ ©, Epiſtle of the Church of Smyrna, Euſeb. B. 4. ch. 15. 


VV: 
ſtolical Churches as we find they did, had they 
not come to them from the Apoſtles themſelves. 
There were many of them in Poſſeſſion of the 
Apoſtle Paul's Letters before the Goſpels were 
written, as particularly the Churches at Nome, 
Corinth, Galatia, Epheſus, Philippi, &c. The 
Letters they had received they certainly knew to 
be St. Paul's. Is it to be thought they would 
have put any Books upon the {ame Rank with 
theſe, without having the ſame Certainty that 
they came from ſome Apoſtle? No, we are well 
aſſured they would not. The Church at Rome 
were a conſiderable Time before they received 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, not being ſatisfied 
who was the Author d. Bur have we any Sha- 
dow of an Account that there was the leaſt De- 
lay in receiving either of the Four Goſpels, or 
the leaſt Demur concerning the Author of either 
of them in any one Church founded by the Apo- 
ſtles, or that held Communion with the Chur- 
ches which were of their planting? Hereticks ir 
is true rejected ſome, and corrupted others; and 
is it any Wonder, when they profeſſed themſelves 
wiſer than the Apoſtles, and able to correct and 
amend what they had delivered? © Beſides, their 
heretical Opinions were utterly irreconcilable 
with thoſe Goſpels, or thoſe Parts of either of 
the Goſpels which they acknowledg'd, as has 
been fully made ro appear by the ancient Fathers. 
And while one Sect of them received St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel, tho” they rejected the other three, 
another Sect preferred St. Mark's, another Sect 
choſe St. Luke's, and another St. John's, it is very 
evident they did not proceed upon ſtrict Proofs 
of Fact, as the 1 of their taking or refuſing 
at | | any 

4 Euſeb. B. 3. chap. 3. and B. 6. ch. 20. | 
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any one of theſe Goſpels, but that each Se& made 
choice of that which they thought they could 
beſt accommodate to their own particular Senti- 


ments. Had they produced Arguments for what 


they did in receiving this Goſpel, and rejecting 


that, the Catholick Chriſtians had nothing more 
to do than (0 oppoſe the Arguments of the one 
Sect to thole of the other, and they muſt have 


ſufficiently confuted themſelves. And inaſmuch 


as each Sect, ſeparately taken, received ſome Go- 
ſpel of the Four, or at leaſt ſome Part of one, 
when the ſeveral Sects were conſidered as one 
Body, and jointly taken, they gave their Teſti- 
mony to the Truth of all. Ir is very plain there- 
fore, that what the Hereticks have ſaid, tends 
much more to confirm the Evidence we have 
for the Four Goſpels, than any ways to leſſen it. 
You muſt give me leave to add, that I think our 
Proof of St. Matthew's being the Author of the 
Goſpel which bears his Name, amounts to little 
leſs than Demonſtration. And that if we may 
ſay we know there is ſuch a Place as Rome, tho 
we have not been at it, we may with the ſame 
Certainty affirm that St. Matthew wrote the Go- 
ſpel which we aſcribe to him. After what has 
been aid, I leave you to judge of the Candour 
and Sincerity of your Kuchor, who ſtrongly in- 


ſinuates that there have been the ſame Doubts in 


the Church concerning St. Matthew's Goſpel, as 
there were concerning the Epiſtle to the He- 
brews, that of James, the Second of Peter, the 
Second and Third of John. f | 
I proceed now to his ſecond Enquiry, Upon 
what Occaſion was St. Matthew's Goſpel wrote? 
In anſwer to this he tells us, that Euſebius ſays, 
& Matthew and John were compel d to write what 

2 ce they 
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« they did, Matthew in particular by the He- 
&« brews, hen be was upon the Point of ſeiting 
gut on his Travels to preach the Gospel to the 
« Gentiles. By which this Father would unhap- 
« pily inſinuate, that neither Matthew nor John 
« wrote of their own Inclination, or free Mo- 
tion of the Holy Ghoſt, but that they were 
e oblig'd thereto by their own Diſciples. againſt 
& their Will.” * Euſebius does not ſay that 
Matthew was compelPd, no, nor deſired by the 
Hebrews, to write his Goſpel. The Motive to 
his writing it was plainly this, that it might ſup- 
ly the room of his preaching to them when he 
bad left them, The Words of E2/ebizs are theſe, 
Matthew having firſt preuchd to the Hebrews; 
when he was to go to others, delivered them his Go- 
ſpel- ritten in their | own Language, and hereby 
made up. the want of his Preſence among ſi them 
from wham he went. I have given you aliteral _ 
Tranſlatrion, that you may {ce it is not ſo much 
as intimated that the Hebie asked this. Mar- 
thew thought it proper to place a written Goſpel 
in his own room when he was gone from them, 
and that is all the Neceſſity underſtood by Eaſe- 
bius in the Words immediately foregoing, where 
he ſays, Mattbem and John proceeded Nx.Crss4- 
RIL V to write, which might mor: agrecably to 
Euſebias's true Senſe be tranſlated, procmeded to 
write upon the: following Orcaſions. For he' means 
nothing more, chan that Mauthe and Jaſiu favy 
it needful or convenient, being led to, itdby the 
Motives after mentioned, and makes uſe f a 
Word of the ſame Signification perpetually,” co 
let us know that he has conveniently. or properly 
inſerted this, and that, and che other Relution; 
into this his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. DO” 
DU - ft that 
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that Matthew had been importun'd by the H. 
brews to write, what ground is there to ſay, that 
he did it not of his own 1nclination, or the free 
Motion of the Holy Ghoſt, or was oblig'd to it a- 
gainſt his Will? Poſſibly your Author may do 
nothing at the Deſire of a Friend but it is againſt 
bis Will; if fo, I hope there are few or none 
like him. I know, Madam, you never do any 
thing more willingly than when you think your 
ſelf obliging your Friends. And every one who 


has a Heart to feel what Friendſhip is, muſt, 


am ſure, have a ſtrong Inclination always to 
comply with the Defire of thoſe they eſteem, 
more eſpecially in ſuch things which they know 
to be'for their Advantage. Bur if it was written 
at the Requeſt of the Hebrews, how could it be at 
the free Motion of the Holy Ghoſt ? Their Requeſt 
might give occaſion to the writing it, and yet 
be no Impeachment of its divine Inſpiration, 
The Goſpel which St: Matthew preach'd to the 
Hebrews, and the Goſpel which he delivered to 
them in writing, was one and the ſame; if there- 
fore the former were inſpir'd, the latter muſt of 
neceſſity be ſo. And might not the Providence 
of God, which rules over all, ſo order it, that 
their Deſire ſhould be the firſt Motive to its be- 
ing written, and this very conſiſtently with di- 
vine Inſpiration? Euſebius ſays that St. John was 
requeſted to write, but he lays the chief Streſs 
upon another Motive, which 1s, that the 'Things 
done by our Lord at the beginning of his Mini- 
ſtry were wanting in the other Goſpels, which 
St. John having obſerv'd, he for this reaſon wrote 
his Goſpel. Knowing it to be a reaſonable Re- 
queſt that was made to him, he moſt chearfully 


comply'd with it, and had the Concurrence of 


the Holy Spirit. So Clement alſo repreſents it, 
5 nfs That 
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That being ask'd by Is Friends, and mov'd thereto 
by the Holy Ghoſt, he compoſed his Goſpel. Epi- 
phanius indeed ſays, that thro Modeſty and Humi- 
lity refuſing, he was compell'd to it by the Holy 
Ghoſt. Bur no one before this Writer, ever gave 
the leaſt Intimation that he was compell'd to it 
againſt his Will by his own Diſciples. He tells us, 
that Euſebius unhappily inſinuates this both of Mat- 
thew and John. W hereas of Matthew, Euſebius 
does not ſo much as hint that he was ask'd to 
write, and gives us a quite different Reaſon for 
his doing it; and of John, tho' he juſt ſays that 
he was ask' d, he inſiſts upon another Reaſon as 
his principal Motive. I ſhall now, in perform- 
ance of my Promiſe, give an Anſwer to what is 
urged by your Author againſt St. Matthew's be- 
ing the Writer of this Goſpel, becauſe he has gi- 
ven no Account of himſelf who he is, in what Time, 
10 whom, or upon what Motives or Information he 
began to write. This Author, he ſays, is ſup- 
« poſed the firſt and leading Evangeliſt, the firſt 
that undertook to publiſh Facts almoſt incre- 


* dible, or at leaſt ſuch as the Heart of Man 


could not eaſily conceive, even the Incarnation 
« and miraculous Birth of a God, c. conſcious 
© therefore of the great Difficulty he ſhould 
have to obtain the neceſſary Credit, it was the 
* more incumbent on him to prepare his Rea- 
* ders Way to it by all the juſt Means he could 
* deviſe,as particularly by making himſelf known 
„ firſt, and after that, the Time and Occaſion 
of his writing; as alſo how he became ſuffici- 
© ently appriſed of thoſe extraordinary Facts, 
* which he took upon himſelf firſt of all to 
“ publiſh to a bigotted, ignorant World, from 
* which he had no reaſon to expect a very fax 
L. 2 % yourable 


Euſeb. J. 6. ch. 14. 


Cm) 

* vourable Fearing. And if he knew himſelf 
to be indeed infpired for the Undertaking, 
what ſhould hinder, or what could poſſibly be 
* the reaſon why he did not ſatisfy us in that 
4 Point ? < ———— Where does Matthew pre- 
tend to be ſo much as an Eye or Ear Witneſs 
eto any one of our Saviour's Tranſactions? Or 
does he let us know from whom elſe he learnt 
them, or from what Memoirs he came by 'em, 
© '{5 as to be enabled to tranſmit them to Poſte- 
* rity, with that Accuracy a rational Faith in all 
„ his Relations abſolutely required?“ The Paſ- 
fage which I have tranſlated from Euſebius gives 
a plain, clear, and full Anſwer to all this Ha- 
rangue of your Author. The Goſpel it is true 
contains a Relation of many wonderful Facts, 
but were they firſt publiſhed to the World by 
St. Matthew's writing? Had they not been pub- 
liſhed for many Years together, not in Judæa 
only, but throughout the Roman Empire, by 
the Preaching of all the Apoſtles, and great 
Numbers of orhers? Was not this Goſpel for a 
long Space of Time preach'd to the Hebrews by 
St. Matthew himſelf before he left them? Did he 
not write it in the Hebrew Language for their 
Uſe, that it might ſupply the Place of his preach- 
ing to them during his Abſence from them? 
What then could it contain that was new or ſur- 
riſing to them? or more than they had before 
eard from his own Mouth? Or what Difficulty 
could there be in their receiving the ſame things 
related in Writing, which they had before pro- 
feſſed their Belief of when delivered by Word of 
Mouth? Did they know upon whar Grounds 
they believ'd the great Things he ſpake ro them, 
and were not theſe as credible upon the fame 
Wy Grounds 

© Diflert. p. 60, 61. 4 Differt. p. 62. ® 
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Grounds when written? If he was an inſpired 
Preacher, was the Doctrine leſs inſpired when 
committed by him to Writing? For him to have 
added his Name, with a long Deſcription of his 
Perſon and Office, would have been, as St. Chry- 
ſoſtom ſays, ſuperfluous and needleſs, and I think 
may add ridiculous and abſurd. And what lefs 
would it have been to have ſet down he Time 
when, the Perſons to whom, upon what Motives or 
Information he wrote? His writing was deſign'd 
to be in the ſtead of his continuing to preach 
among them. Would any thing be more ridicu- 
lous than for a ſtated Preacher to begin with tel- 


ling his Congregation who he was, to whom he 


ſpake, and the Time of his ſpeaking? Did not 
the Hebrews well know who it was that had fo 
long preach'd to them? Were they not well af- 
{ured that he was one of the Twelve whom Jeſus 


had choſen to be near his own Perſon, to be 
Witneſs of his Sayings, and Works, and Reſur- 


rection from the Dead? Had they not ſeen the 
Signs of an Apoſtle wrought by him among 
them? e Did he not with great Power give wit- 
nefs of the Reſurrection of the Lord Jeſus ?f Was 
it not by reaſon of the mighty Works they had 
ſeen performed by him and the other Apoſtles, 
that they were led to enquire into the Truth of 
the ſeveral Things reported of Jeſus, and to liſt 
themſelves under the Chriſtian Name? What End 
then could have been propos'd in making a pom- 
pous Detail, as this Author would have had him, 
of his high Office, his Intimacy with Jeſus, and 
the great Powers with which he was endued? 
All this was perfectly well known to the Perſons 
for whoſe Uſe he wrote; the detailing it could 
not poſſibly have ſtrengthened their Faith in 
bo oo TED what 
© Mark xvi. 20. T Acts iv. 33. 
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what he related, would have been only a uſeleſs 
Oſtentation, and no doubt had render'd his Nar- 
ration to all future Ages highly ſuſpicious. The 
Goſpels, God be thanked, are come to us in their 
native Simplicity, as they were preach'd by the 
Apoſtles, without thoſe ſwelling Titles and need- 
leis Decorations with which this Author would 
have had them fill'd, and exactly correſponding 
to the Time and Circumſtances of their being 
written, | 
The Third Enquiry is of the Time when this 
Goſpel was wrote. Under this Head he ſays, 
that Irenæus is a Witneſs after the Letter-Writer's 
' own Heart *, and calls him a ſimple Man. Not- 
_ withſtanding, argues much - adhering to his 
Teſtimony in the preſent Point, becauſe, I ſup- 
ole, he thinks it may not coincide with the Bi- 
- ſhop's Opinion. Jreneus was a Man of better 
| Senſe, and far greater Learning than this Au- 
thor, as any one may preſently ſee, who will be 
at the Pains to compare their Writings. And 
yer, I believe, there's no one but thinks, that he 
was in ſome things miſtaken. However, to 
ſhew my Unwillingnels to make any needleſs 
Diſpute, PII! readily grant what your Author 
contends for, that St. Matthew wrote not his 
Goſpel till the Year of our Lord fixty-four . 
What then? Why then he wou'd fain have it, 
that what the Biſhop has ſaid cannot be true. 
« St. Matthew's Goſpel, the firſt of the four, 
« was not wrote till at leaſt ſixty- four or ſixty- 
« five Years after our Saviour's Nativity, and 
“ above thirty Years after his Crucifixion; not- 
« withſtanding the Letter-Writerexpreſly main- 
« tains, That not only this, but all the other Go- 
e ſpels, were wrote and publiſh'd too, while the 
. b 
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* Matters were freſh in Memory, and while many 
„ Perſons were living, who wanted not Inclination 
eto detect the Evangeliſts, if they cou'd have been 
ce convicted of Falſhood; and tho' he knows too, 
that one of the Goſpels (even that according 
to St. John) was not compos'd till near ſeven- 
ty Years after our Saviour's Deceaſe, and an 
& hundred Years after his Nativity ©.” If St. 
Matthew wrote, according to /reneus, about the 
V ear ſixty- four, St. Mark and St. Luke wrote a- 
bout the Years ſixty- ſix or ſixty- ſeven, and St. 
John might write about the Years ſeventy or ſe- 
venty-· one. For tho” your Author places St. John's 
writing near the Year One hundred, and ſays the 
Biſhop knows it to be ſo, he has no good Au- 
thority to ſupport it. The moſt ancient Writers 
have left it wholly undetermin'd. Epiphanius, 
who flouriſh'd not till towards the Concluſion of 
the fourth Century, is the firſt who ſays he wrote 
it after his Return from Patmos, and at the ſame 
time places it under Claudius Ce/ar*, which was 
between the Years of our Lord forty-one and 
fifty- four. So contradictory an Account cannot 
be of any great Authority. What the Biſhop 
has ſaid is ſo very evident, with regard to the 
three firſt Evangeliſts, that I think nothing need 
be ſaid to confirm it. There were many Perſons 
living, when St. Matthew's Goſpel was pub- 
lind, who cou'd look back to the Time of our 
Saviour's Nativity. And if the Account given 
therein of Herod's Cruelty in ſlaying the Chil- 
dren had not been true, cou'd moſt eaſily have 
confuted it. For ſuch a thing muſt certainly 
have made a deep and laſting Impreſſion, and 
have left many indiſputable Proofs of its Truth 
behind it. Had there not been thoſe Proofs, it's 

| impoſſible 
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impoſſible the Relation cou'd ever have obtain'd 
Credit. For this Hiſtory was not publiſk'd in a 
foreign Country, at a great Diſtance, and in a 
ſtrange Language; bur in the Land of Judea, 
the very Country in which this Tragedy was 
acted; in their own Language, and among their 
. own Pcople, who cou'd not but have the Means 
of knowing whether this were true or falſe. And 
no doubt Matthew had frequently publiſh'd the 
ſame thing to them many Years before in his 
preaching. The whole of Mark's Hiſtory, and 
very near the whole both of Matthew's and Luke's, 
contain Facts that were not above thirty-five or 
thirty-eight Years diſtant from the Time they 
were publiſh'd in writing: And theſe were moſt 
of them of ſo remarkable a Nature, that, if 
true, they cou'd not be forgotten; and if falſe, 
might be molt eaſily confuted; For there muſt 
have been many thouſand Perſons: then living, 
who were upon the Spot when theſe things are 
ſaid to have been done. I dare ſay, the late hap- 
py Revolution is as freſh in your Memory, as if 
it happen'd but yeſterday; and ſo is it with ſome 
thouſands now living in the City of London, tho 
the Time ſince elaps'd is muth longer than that 
we are ſpeaking of, and the Event not more ſur- 
priſing than many things which are related in 
the Goſpels; ſuch as the three Hours Darkneſs, 
the Earthquake, the rending the Vail of the 
Temple and the Rocks at our Saviour's Cruci- 
fixion. As to St. John's Goſpel, if it was writs 
ten in the Year ſeventy- one, it contains nothing 
farther back than forty-twWO Years; which was 
alſo a leſs Space of Time than that from the late 
Revolution to this Day, and muſt fall within the 
Memory of thouſands. And if, to gratify your 
Author, we place his writing it after his Return 
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from Patmos, in the Year ninety- eight, the moſt 
remarkable Facts contained in it will fall at the 
Diſtance of about ſixty- five Years, which Per- 
ſons of eighty, and upwards, might well remem- 
ber; and I preſume there might be ſome ſuch 
then living. Before I diſmiſs this Head, I think 
it proper to obſerve to you, that the main Facts 
related in the Goſpels, tho' not written, were 
kept in Memory by the preaching of the Diſci- 
ples. The Accounts written in the Goſpels are 
the very ſame which had been before publiſh'd 
in Judea, and throughout the Roman Empire, 
by the Twelve Apoltles, and others, from the 
Time our Saviour left them, and endued them 
with Power from on High. Which furniſhes 
us with a clear Anſwer to what your Author puts 
into the Mouths of Proteſtants : ** That it's in- 
« conſiſtent with Divine Providence to permit, 
“that the Churches, for ſo long a Space of 
Time us this of thirty Years, or more, ſhou'd 
« be left deſtitute of an authentick Hiſtory of 

& the Miracles and Doctrine of Chuſt——and 
that no Memory was ſufficient to retain ſuch 
& Number of Facts, Sermons, Doctrines, c. 
« fo long a time, without great Omiſſion f.“ 
The Churches were far from being deſtitute of 
an authentick Hiſtory of the Miracles and Do- 
ctrine of Chriſt during this Time, tho' not writ- 
ten; becauſe every Apoſtle carried ſuch a Hiſto- 
ry with him whereſoever he went. There were 
many alſo whom they had inſtructed in the ſame 
Facts, and to whom they committed the Over- 
ſight of the Churches when planted; nor did 
they neglect afterwards to viſit them, and ob- 
ſerve whether they deviated from the Faith de- 
liver'd to them. As to the Churches in Fudea, 
they were not without an Apoſtle among-them, 

f Diſſert. p. 35, 36. M til 
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till Matthew committed his Goſpel to writing 
for their Uſe. And the Churches in every other 
Parc of the World were under the Care of one 
Apoſtle or other, to the Time that the three 
firſt written Goſpels were deliver'd to them at 
leall*. The leſſer Aſia was the Province of the 
Apoſtle Jobn to the time of his Death. And 
what Difficulty cou'd it be to the Apoſtles to re- 
tain this Hiſtory in their Minds, when our Sa- 
viour had promiſed them, that the Holy Ghoſt 
ſhou'd. bring all things to their Remembrance, 
whatſoever he had ſaid unto them? What folly 
then muſt it be to charge them with Neglect, 
or want of Zeal for Chriſtianity, or Ignorance of 
the moſt likley Means to promote it”, Another 
thing which muſt neceſſarily have kept alive in 
the Memories of People many of the Facts recor- 
ded in the Goſpels, was the Teſtimonies of 
thoſe who were either healed or brought to Life 
by our Saviour. Great numbers of diſcas'd and 
impotent Folk were cured by him, in moſt Pla- 
ces where he went. Far the greater Part of thcſe 
mult be ſuppoſed to have ſurvived him, and not 
a few ro have liv'd many Years after him. While 
theſe Perſons were capable of ſpeaking, the Mi- 
racles wrought by him could not be forgotten; 
and Quadratus, in the Apology he offered for the 
Chriſtians to the Emperor Adrian, aſſures him, 
that ſome of theſe reach'd to his own Time, 
which probably might be to the End of St. John's 
Life. + The Apoſtles not only related in their 
Preaching what our Saviour had done, but did 
innumerable Works of the ſame kind; and as 
therehy they render'd what was ſaid more credi- 
ble to ſuch who had not ſeen our Lord's me 
W | ? cles, 
Euſeb. B. 43. chap. 1. h Piſſert. p. 36. 
1 Euſeb. B. 4. ch. 3. 
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cles, fo they brought his Miracles afreſh to the 
Minds of thoſe who had. And here I beg you 
would ask yourſelf, how it was poſſible the Chi. 
ſtian Religion ſhould” have made its way in the 
World, had not the Facts comain'd in the $0” 


ſpels and the Acts of the Apoſtles been indi pu- 


tably true? Could any of them have heen dif 
proved, what a Load muſt they have been upon 
it, how ſurely muſt they have ſunk it? It was 
by virtue of theſe Facts ir gain'd Ground againſt 
the Prejudices both of Jews and Heathen; and 
had it not been for them, it could not have ſub- 
ſiſted long enough for us once to have heard its 
Name. You well remember, that a few deluded 
People among ourfelves were made to expect 
that one of their Friends ſhould rife from the 
Dead; that Expectat ion fail'd them, and the Sect 
have dwindled ever ſince. Should they publiſh 


to the World Thirty or Forty Years after this 


Diſappointment, that he actually aroſe, and was 
ſcen of many Perſons, can it be thought that they 
would hereby gain any Number of Converts ? 
Bur ſhould they alſo give a Hiſtory of his Life; 
with an Account of the greateſt Miracles wrought 
by him in the City of London, and other Places 
adjacent, ſhould they add a Hiſtory of themſelves, 
and relate therein that they have in the moſt 
publick manner Le er. of his Reſur- 
rection, and confirm'd it by numberleſs Miracles 
in the City of London, all over England, and the 


Nations round us, with a particular Account of 


the many Converts they have made, and the great 

Increaſe of their Sect for theſe Thirty Years paſt, 

would you not ſay that the Perſon who believed 

them deſerved a Place in Bedlam? And would 

you think it poſſible that many ſhould be ſo be- 

reft of their Senſes to .give Credit to them? If 
ons Beg 1 


the 


: 
. 
4 
3 
4. 4 
7 
: 
'f 
1 
35% 
7 
„ 
. 
i 
* 
* 4 
? 
9. 
"= 
ij} 
$ » © 
6 
* 
I 
* 
'Y 
Y 
3 
12 
7 


—_— XY ͤ ˙ ˙K . 2 ear oa —L—ö—n0 a+ v 
=» 


cc 


( 84 ) 


the Facts contain'd in the Goſpels and the Acts 
be not true, all the firſt Converts to Chriſtianity 
were far more diſtracted, in that they ran the 
riſque of all that was dear to them, and expos'd 
themſelves to great Hardſhips and Sufferings. 
What muſt we think of thoſe who underwent 
the hideous Cruelties of Nero's Perſecution, de- 
ſcribed in ſo lively a manner by Tacitus? And is 
it poſſible that ſq great a Degree of Madneſs 
ſhould prevail over ſuch Numbers in all Coun- 
tries at the ſame time? ſhould be ſo infectious, 
and of ſo long a Continuance? Let who will be- 
heve it, I can't. | 
Your Author's fourth Enquiry is concernin 

the Language in which the Goſpel aſcribed to St. 
Matthew was originally compiled? k I readily 
grant him it was the Hebrew Language, by which 
1s meant the Tongue then commonly ſpoken in 
Judæa. But if St. Matthew wrote his Goſpel in 
Hebrew, how is it come down to us in Greek? . 
the Greek Goſpel we have another Original, or is 
it a Tranſlation? If a Tranſlation, of what Autho- 
rity ? © Papias, your Author tells us, who could 
% not well be miſtaken in this Fact, and liv'd 
« after the Commencement of the Second Ape, 
& long after Matthew's Goſpel is ſuppoſed to 
& have been publiſhed, ſays, that Matthew ha- 
% wing wrote his Goſpel in Hebrew, every one in- 
& zerpreted it as he was able. Upon which Words 
& a late learned and worthy Divine 1 of your 
own Church naturally obſerves, that Papias 


« knew nothing of any authentick Verſion of Mat- 


„ thew's Goſpel, approv'd by the Apoſtles, and look's 


„ upon in his Time as Canonical by the Church; but 


&« it the Gentile Church had obtain'd no one ap- 
&« proy'd Verſion ſo late, i. e. not till after the 

. | | beginning 
E Diſſert. p. 38. I Whitby's Preface i the four Gaſpeli. 
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& beginning of the ſecond Century (before which 
* Time'tis univerſally allow'd the Nazarens had 
& corrupted their Original) Hereticks will ask 
« from whoſe Hands, or by what Means or Te- 
- & ſtimony ſhe could procure it afterwards, ex- 
ce cept only by a new Revelation? n Papias liv'd 
after the Commencement of the ſecond Age; bur 
did he not live alſo in the firſt Age? how other- 
wiſe could he have been a Hearer of the Apoſtle 
John, as Irenæus n expreſly affirms he was? It 
was not therefore /o long after Matthew's Goſpel 
was publiſhed, but he might eaſily have a very 
true and perfect Account of the Matter. If he 
began not his Enquiry till the Vear of our Lord 
One hundred, which is Thirty-ſix Years after 
St. Matthew wrote, according to your Author's 
own Computation, I preſume there were Perſons 
enough living at that Diſtance of Time who 
could give him ample Information; as no doubt 
there were if we ſhould allow eight or ten Years 
more, which I ſuppoſe is the utmoſt can be de- 
fired. He tells us himſelf “ that he diligently 
learnt and carefully remember'd the. Sayings of 
the Apoltles, and other Diſciples of our Lord. 
The Words quoted by your Author are, I am 
perſuaded, one of thele Sayings. 'The Account 
given of St. Mark's Goſpel, which immediately 
precedes, is expreſly aſcrib'd by him to John the 
Presbyter; and it is highly probable that this 
concerning Matthew is a Relation from the ſame 
Perſon. How Dr. Whitby and others could fo far 
miſtake it, as to imagine Papias ſpeaking of his 
own Time, is to me aſtoniſhing. Had Matthew's 
Hebreꝛv Goſpel been read in the Church of Hie- 
rapolis in his Time, he would not have told them 

WE, 3 that 

m Diſſert. p. 50, 51. n L. 5. cap. 33. n. 4. 
© Papias in Euſeb. B. 3. ch. 39. 
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that Matthew wrote his Goſpel in Hebrew, becauſe 
in that Caſe they could not but have known it. 
And the Words following cannot be conſtructed 
of his own Time. It is not ſaid, and every one 


#0W INTERPRETS it as he is able. But Matthew 
wrote the Oracles in Hebrew, and every one IN- 


TERPRETED them as he was able; that is, when 
they were firſt written; which implies that it 


was otherwiſe in the Time of Papias, as indeed 
it was; for by that Time our preſent Greek Go- 
ſpel was read in the Churches. I would hence 
obſerve to you, that altho' St. Matthew wrote 
his Goſpel more eſpecially for the Uſe of the 
Hebrew Chriſtians, yet Copies of it were ſoon 


ſpread into other Churches. Among the Hebrews 


it needed no Interpretation, it being written on 


| purpoſe in their own Language for their Uſe. 


When therefore it is ſaid, every one interpreted it 
as he was able, this muſt be underſtood of other 
Nations; and that Copies were fo diſperſed, is 
confirmed by Eu/ebius, who tells us the Apoſtle 
Bartholomew carried one to the Indies. You ma 

perhaps wonder that a Hebrew Goſpel ſhould be 
carried to Nartions of a different Language, and 
ask of what Uſe it could be to them? But you 
ought to remember that at this time the Gifts of 
the Holy Spirit were conferr'd, by laying on the 
Hands of the Apoſtles; that moſt, if not all Be- 
lievers were Partakers hereof, and that the ſpeak- 


ing and interpreting divers kind of Languages 


was very common. To be confirm'd in this, you 


need do no more than read the fourteenth Chap 
ter of St. Paul's firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, 


which was ſent to them but about four or five 
Vears before the Time aſſign'd by your Author 
for St. Matthews writing his Goſpel. As the 
Practice recommended to the Chriſtians by the 


3 5 Apoſtle 
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Apoſtle in that Chapter, of propheſying, ſpeaking 


foreign Languages, and interpreting by Turns in 
their Aſſemblies, was, I ſuppoſe, of no longer 
Continuance in the Church than till they were 
ſettled under proper Paſtors and Governors; fo 
it cannot be imagin'd they long went on with 


the Practice of reading the Hebrew Goſpel in 


ſuch Places where the Hebrew Language was not 
talk'd; but very, ſoon had approv'd and authen- 
tick Verſions of it. That it was very early in 
the Greek Language 1s certain. And as that was 


ſo univerſally ſpoken, it is not improbable but ei- 


ther St. Matthew himſelf, or ſome other Apoſtle, 


at leaſt ſome one endued with the Gifts of the 


Holy Spirit, put it into that Language. Who 
indeed it was is uncertain, nor do I apprehend it 
of any Conſequence that we ſhould know it. 
IT bus far we know, that it was approv'd and au- 
thoriz'd by the Apoſtles themſelves. The Chur- 
ches planted by and under the immediate Inſpe- 


ction of the holy Apoſtles, receiv*d it as the true 


and genuine Goſpel of St. Matthew; for it is of 
this Greek Goſpel the Ancients ſpeak, whoſe Fe- 
ſtimonies I have produc'd. Concerning this they 
appeal to the Apoſtolick Churches, and affirm ir 
to be the ſame which was deliver'd to them. We 
have alſo other clear Evidence that it was exiſt- 
ing as early as the Apoſtle John's Time; for 

there are Sentences taken from it not only in the 


Epiſtles of /gnatius and Polycarp, which were 


written about Sixteen Years after the Apoſtle 
John's Death, bur alſo in the Epiſtle of Clement, 
which was written ſome: Time before it. You 
that have good Skill in ſeveral modern Langua- 
ges, know perfectly well, that if two Perſons 
tranſlate the ſame Sentence, it is more than a 
thouſand to one if they hit upon the ſame Words. 


Bur 


4. 


— 
ANY 7 ** FA 3 * * C's 2 2 - a . 
Hen. od - — — — — * - -_ ge l re 1 , 
, Ao ot A IE, wh l das Cc Sis wy = n i: ew 4 
FG * FR £ L 


( 88 ) 

But the Syriac and Greek Tongues are far more 
diſtant from each other than any Languages you 
are Miſtreſs of; and I think I may venture to 
affirm, that it is next to impoiſible to be done by 
three Perſons, when they tranſlate from the for- 
mer into the latter; not that we know that ei- 
ther of the three Authors mention'd underſtood 
the Hebrew or Hyriac; but ſuppoſing they did, 
that all three ſhould in their Tranſlations expreſs 
the Words of our preſent Greek Copy, without 
having been converſant in it, is not to be believ'd. 
The Apoſtle John, we know, had the Inſpection 
of all the Churches in leſſer Aſia many Vcars be- 
fore his Death, and in thoſe Parts the vulgar 
Language was Greek. We might well argue from 
his Care and Fidelity, that, at leaſt when the 
Gift of Languages began to ceaſe in the Church, 
he would fee that an authentick Tranſlation of 
St. Matthew's Goſpel was read. And ſince we 
find that our preſent Greek Copy was us'd in his 
Time, and by Polycarp, a Biſhop of his own or- 
daining, and in his own Province, may we not 
firmly conclude that it was approved by him, 
and is the very Goſpel which was read in all the 
Churches under his Eye ? Tertullian mentions 
theſe Churches in particular, as thoſe through 
_ whoſe Hands St. Matthew's Goſpel had been 
faithfully tranſmitted down to his Time. And 
when Euſebius and Clement (ay that St. John ſaw 
the Goſpel of St. Matthew before he wrote his 
own, that he approv'd and confirm'd it, they 
undoubtedly meant it of the Greek Goſpel now 
extant, which was what they themſelves receiv'd 
as authentick. b 


Your 


s Tertull. adv. Marc. J. 4. c. oz” 
Euſeb. B. 3. ch. 24. and B. 6. cb. 14. 


„ 

Your Author talks much of the Hebrew Ori. 
ginal; and lays, it was # ſacred Depoſitum in the 
Hands of the Nazarens*, who kept it among them. 
ſelves for near five hundred Years together, when 
the Gentiles deſtroy'd both Copies and Tranſlations®, 
| That no one Gentile Father hat ſeen it, or pretend- 
ed to have ſeen it. Anil this Original, tis uni- 
verſally allow'd, was corrupted before the Begin- 
ning of the ſecond Century, i. e. before the Gentile 
Church had obtain'd an approved Verſion 3. All 
theſe are Aſſertions without Proof, and contra 
to plain Facts. What does he mean by the word 
Original ? The Writing that was under Matthew's 
own Hand, or the Hand of him to whom it was 
dictated from Matthews own Mouth? If fo, 
who allo ves that it was ever corrupted? And 
what Evidence is there, that it was /preſerv'd 
five hundred Vears? If he means by 'Orig7zal 
any true Copy of St. Matthew's: Hebretu Go: 
ſpel, how falſe is it to ſay, that no on Gentile 
Father had ſeen it, or pretended to have ſcen it; 
when it's evident, Copies of it were im- 
mediately ſent to ſome Gentile Churches, read 
and interpreted in them, and Pantænus found 
it in che Indies? And which way will-he make 
it appear, that a true Copy was preferv'd for 
five hundred Years after it was publiſn'd? I have 
ſhewn you, that a Greet Copy there was extant 
before the: Beginning of the ſecond Century, ap- 
proved by the Apoſtle oha, and for that Reaſon 
of equal Eſteem and Authority with the origi- 
nal Hebrew. When the Gitt of Languages 
ceaſed, the Hebrew Copy was no more uſed in 
any Gentile Churches; and lying by neglected, 
and not underſtood, was ſoon loſt; and this 

3 N without 

Diſſert. p. 57. Þ Difſert. p. 47. | 

© Diſſert. p. 50. 4 Diſlert. p. 51. 
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without any Imputation on Providence, which 


had furniſh'd them with one of equal Authority, 
in a Language univerſally known. After thoſe 
great Slaughters made of the Jews by the Em- 
peror Adrian, and his having wholly baniſh'd 
them from all the Country round about Jeruſa- 
lem; ſuch Jewiſh Chriſtians, who had preſerv'd 
themſelves free from the Corruption of Hereſy, 
were incorporated with the Gentile Churches of 


thoſe Places where they made their Settlement; 
and by this means St. Marthew's Hebrew Copy 


was laid aſide, and utterly loſt. That the Na» 


Zaren and Ebionite Hereticks corrupted the Co- 


Pies they had, is without doubt; but how early, 
is uncertain. We have good Evidence how- 
ever, that it was not done till after the Begin- 


ning of the ſecond Century. Hegeſippus, ſpeak- 


ing of the Church among the Fews, ſays, that 
it remain'd pure and undeſild to the Death of Si- 
meon the Sen of Clopas, i. e. to the Beginning 
of Trajan's Reign; that during the Lives of the 
Apoſtles, thoſe who attempted ta corrupt the Rule 
of Faith, if any ſuch there were, conceal'd them- 
ſelves; but when not one of the Apoſtles was left, 
they with a bare Face ſet forth their falſe Doctrines 
in Oppoſition to the Truth i. What therefore your 
Author repeats, over, and over, and over *, of 


the Originals being corrupted, you fee, is either 


abſolutely falſe, or nothing to the purpoſe. And 
to aver, that the Gentiles have deſtroy'd both Co- 
pies and Tranſlations of the Goſpel according to the 
Hebrews, is ridiculous. How came the He- 
brews to be ſo careleſs of it all at once, after ha- 
ving ſafely preſerv'd it five hundred Years? Sure- 
| 
e Diſſert. p. 42. 7 
' Fuſeb, B. 3. ch. 32. and B. 4. th. 22. 
1 Diſſert. p. 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 56. 
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ly this muſt have been ſomething worſe thai 
Negligence; they muſt have wiltully deliver'd 
up their ſacred Books to the Fire. In what 
Reign was this done? and who is the Relater? 
He tells us, that Jerom, tho' a Gentile, was at 
the pains 10 tranſlate this Goſpel both into Greek 
and Latin; and inſinuates, that theſe Tranſſati- 


ons alſo had not fair Play ®. In a few Years time 


his own Differtation, or Enquiry,-&c. poor Man, 
will be no more heard of! He foreſees the Fate 
of it! Theſe Gentiles will certainly deſtroy. it! 
How great is the Pity! How inſufferable will 
be the Loſs! It ſeems, Madam, according to 
this Author, that Books perfectly uſeleſs muſt 
be as euriouſly preſerv'd, as thoſe of the greateſt 
Conſequence; and that a good Houſewife muſt; 
upon no Occaſion, make uſe of them; tho” they 
lie wholly neglected, and ſhe underſtands no- 
thing in them, without being accus'd of a wick- 
ed and malicious Deſign to deſtroy. the Argu- 
ments of our heretical and infidel Opponents, 
and confute their Works by baking and roaſting 
them. berry 8 "For, 
He pretends to repreſent the Senſe of ſeveral 
great Men, with regard to the Hebrew Goſpel 
of the Nazarens . He gives us their Names in 
the Margin; but tells us not in which, or what 
Part of their Works we may find what he makes 
them to ſay, excepting the laft mention'd by 
him; which is our preſent moſt Learned and 
Worthy Metropolitan; whofe Tranſlation of the 
Apoſtolical Fathers, I know, you greatly value, 
and therefore deſire you to turn to the Place no- 


ted*, and ſee if you can find one Word upon 


| | NN 15 
h Diſſett. p. 55, and 39. 3 Diſſert. 5. 53, 54. 
* Archbiſhop Wales Preliminary Diſcourſe to his Fran- 
ation of the Apoſtolical Fathers, Chap: 10. $. 4. 6 
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the Subject. I have been converſant in ſeveral 
of the Authors he names, and am confident the 


never ecutertain'd the Sentiments he aſcribes to 


them; and doubt not but the moſt of them have 
ſaid juſt the contrary. to what he declares to be 
their Perſuaſion. It wou'd take up too much 
time to ſhew this in many Inſtances. I'll give 
you one plain Specimen. He divides his Men 
into two Claſſes, and makes the latter to ſay bold- 
ly, That our preſent Greek Text is of no Va- 
“ lidity, but to be eſteemed rather Apocryphal, 
&« in reſpect to the old Hebrew of the Nazarens. 
Du Pin, I take for granted, is of this Claſs, be- 
cauſe he is placed laſt but one in his Liſt. And 


he in flat Contradiction ſays, © It is certain, that 
the Greek Verſion of St. Matthew's' Goſpel 


& which we have, is as ancient as the Time of 


« the Apoſtles; chat it was publiſh'd from the 
„ Beginning of the Church in all Chriſtian Na- 
“ tions; that it was look'd upon as good as an 
% Original by the Greeks and Latins; that it was 
preſerv'd without any Alteration, and always 
look'd upon to be Authentic and Canonical. 
Whereas the original Hebrew continued not 
long the ſame that it was left by St. Matthew; 
that ſeveral Additions were immediately made 
thereunto, and afterwards Alterations z and 
that in the fourth Age, there was no Part of 
it in its original Purity!“. 


Lou have ſeen ſo many Marks of this Man's 


Diſhonefly, where he pretends to bring Proofs, 


that I hope you'll give no Credit to what he 


ſays, where he brings none; which is very much 


the Caſe in the laſt half of his Book. In the 
Paragraph bur « one after that I have been men- 


it, Du Pir's compleat Hiſtory of ile Canon tranſlated and 
Publiſh'd in 1700, Vol. II. p. 36. 


„ 
tioning, he aſſerts, that our Engliſh Tranſlation 
of St. Matthew's Goſpel “ is in truth no other 
than what is generally reputed by our preſenr 
& learned Clergy, a very faulty Tranſlation from 
« A modern Grcek Edition, of a bad Greek Fran- 
ation, out of the Toft Hebrew Tranſlation from 
E a Greek Original that was never ſeen.” Was 
there ever Man in this World, Clerk or no Clerk, 
who has ſaid that our preſent Greek Copy of St. 
Matthew is no other than a Tranſlation from a 
Tranſlation? I beg our Author's Pardon, he has 
indeed offered it as à rational Conjecture, in caſe 
St. Matthew wrote his Goſpeb originally in Greek," 
and avers it to be infinitely more probable that there 
was a double Tranſlation made, than that our 
preſent Copy is derived from Matthew's Greek 
Original. And here he hasdone our learned Cler- 
2 the Honour to father this Opinion upon them, 
for which they ought to acknowledge themſelves 
highly indebted. He has often enrich'd Hereticks 
and Hebrews with his own noble Sentiments, and 
made them to ſay what they never could haye 
thought. Little did T expe& he would do the 
fame Favogr to an Orthodox Clergy, and allow 
them to ſhafe the Praiſes due oply to his own 
. marvellous Sagacity. in 15 
Another Enquiry is, How faithfully hath the 
. Goſpel compiled by St. Matthew been tranſmit- 
ted down to us?ꝰ © The Letter-Writer, he ſays, 
ce contents himſelf. with barely aſſerting, that this 
e (among the other Goſpels) hath been ne 
« tranſmitted to Chriſtians of ſucceeding Mes; of- 
« fering no Proof.“ I appeal to you whether 
this be true; read again that Part of the Paſtoral 
Letter. You'll there ſee various weighty Argu- 

| „ | „„ ments 

». Diſſert. p. $4, 55 5 Diſſert 5. 42, 43. 
o Diſſert. p. 48. » Difſſert. P. 49. 
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ments placed in a ſtrong Light, which it was this 
Man's Buſineſs to have anſwered, if he would 
have done any thing to the Purpole, and not to 
have waſted his Reader's Time, by hooking in 
Words of the firſt Paſtoral Lettcr, putting an 
unfair Senſe upon em, and throwing out ground- 
leſs Inſinuations of a Deſign which never exitted 
bur in the jealous Head of an Infidel. The Sum 
of what 1s urg'd by him under this Head is in his 
_ own Words this: Hereticks argue, that either 
© our preſent Goſpel was not derived from St. 
& Matthew's genuine Hebrew, and conſequently 
ce is an Apocryphal Goſpel; or if it be, that it was 
& interpolated from the beginning, according to 
& Church Tradition; or laſt of all, it hath been 
“ retrench'd, as ſay others, and epitomiz'd by the 
& Tranſlator, and this long before it came into 
e the Hands of any of thoſe Gentile Fathers, from 
ec whotn the Letter-Writer takes his Account 
“ of it.” * Not one of theſe Articles has he 
brought the leaſt Evidence to ſupport, nor indeed 
could he, for they are each one abſolutely falſe. 
I have given you full Proof that St. Matthew's 
original Hebrew and our preſent Greek were al- 
ways underſtood by the Ancients to be one and 
the ſame Goſpel, and of the ſame Authority ; that 
our preſent Greek Copy was uſed by the Apoſto- 
lick Churches in the firſt Century; and that St. 
Matthew's Hebrew Copies were not corrupted by 
the Hereticks till after the beginning of the Se- 
cond Century. Your Author ſays, © Tis a me- 
4 lancholy thing Eccleſiaſtical Writers ſhould 
“agree the Original itſelf of Matthew's Goſpel 
c was at any time cortupted; fince if the thing 
ce were ſo, the ſame wil amount even to a De- 
'« monſtration, that the firſt Converts (the Cor- 
5 „ rupters) 


Diſſert. 5. 55, 56. 
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$ rapters) never believ'd it of divine Inſpiration, 
& but knew it rather to have been compiled, by 
& o —— who had actually miſtaken in thoſe 
& Facts or Points to which they ſo readily and 
„ without Scruple made Alterations.” Here he 
quibbles upon the Word Original, and in the 
Senſe he would have his Reader underſtand it, . 
there is not one ſingle Writer ſays it was ever 
corrupted. The Hereticks who corrupted Sr. 
Matthew's Hebrew Copies, he calls the firſ# Con- 
verts to Chriſtianity, for which he has not the 
leaſt Authority ; and ſuch Chriſtians were they, 
as all the Apoſtolick and Catholick Churches 
diſown'd, and would not admit to their Commu- 
nion; and is it any Wonder that enthuſiaſtick 
People, who eſteem'd themſelves inſpired with 
a more perfect Knowledge than the Apoſtles, 
ſnould proceed to correct and amend their Works? 

Father Simon diſputing againſt Caſaubon, in his 
Warmth and Zeal drops this Queſtion z Might 
not one even conjecture, that he who tranſlated the 
Original of $t. Matthew out of Hebrew into Greek, 
hath abridg'd it in ſome Places, and that he hath 
fometimes taken the Liberty to tranſlate rather the 
Senſe than the Words? He gives no Reaſon nor 
alledges any Authority to ſupport this. Not- 
withſtanding your Author has advanc'd this con- 
jectural Query into a direct Aﬀertion *, repeats 
it, and inſiſts on it, as tho* he had five or fix of 
the Ancients to witneſs it; nay, goes yet further, 
and ſays, it was thus retrench'd and epitomiz'd long 
before it came into the Flands of AN of thoſe Gen- 
tile Fathers, from whom the Lelter-MWriter takes 
his Accounts of it; i. e. long before Polycarp's 
Time, and conſequently before the Apoſtle John 


had 


Simon. H. C. du. N. T. Tom. 1. Ch. 9, 
Piſſert. 2. 54, 55, 56. 
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had ſeen and confirm'd it; I hope therefore that 
even upon this Scheme we may aſſert its Cano- 
nical Authority. So little is this Man acquaint- 
ed with what he is about, that while he ſtrains 

hard to make a home Thruſt, he falls upon our 
. Weapon, and loles his Cauſe. alete 
He will not allow that Chriſtianity was carried 
into almoſt all Parts of the Roman Empire, and 
Copies of the New Teſtament ſpread with it till to- 
wards the End of the Fourth Century. If he is 
pleaſed to affirm that white is black, I can't ſee 
who can help it. Bur that the Chriſtian Reh- 
gion was in a very ſhort Time ſpread thro” the 
Roman Empire, and in ſeveral Countries beyond 
it, is as evident as any Fact can be. We have 
the unanimous Voice of all Antiquity concurring 
herein, and would the Length of an Epiſtle al- 
low it, I would make it out beyond all Contra- 
diction from the Epiltles of St. Paul, thoſe of 
Clement Biſhop of Rome, from Pliny, Juſtin Mar- 
iyr., lreneus, Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian, 
Origen, Cyprian, Euſebius, and others. This laſt 
nam'd you may, if you pleaſe, conſult in the Pla- 
ces reſerr'd to in the Margin. He may poſſibly 
cavil becauſe ſome: few Books of the New Te- 
ſtament were not received by all from the begin- 
ning; whereas even theſe were received by 
Numbers ſufficient to make good my Lord's Ar- 
gument; of this ſo diſtinct and clear an Account 
is given under the fourth Head of his Lordſhip's 
Third Paſtoral Letter, that cannot but ſatisfy 
any reaſonable Man. He admits, chat after the 
New Teſtament was in the Hands of Numbers 
of Chriſtians, it had been in vain to have attempt- 
cd any conſiderable Alteration, I have fully _ 

| ve 

t Diſſert. p. 56. „ Eufeb. E. H. B. 2. ch. 3. and 
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( 97) ; 
ved that our preſent Goſpel of St. Matthew has 
been from St. John's Time in the Hands of Num- 
bers of Chriſtians; and therefore, according to 
his own Conceſſion, could not have been cor- 
rupted, without its being found out and exploded. 
He ſays, The Authors of all profane Writings 
ce of any Note are, and ever have been, univer- 
« ally aſſented to without Diſpute, which is far 
« from being the Caſe of the Author here exa- 
“ min'd; nor are there any ſuch plain and ſtrong 
« Teftimonies for the unfaithful Tranſmiſſion of 
“any of thoſeW ritings, as there are of this Go- 
&« ſpel; and conſequently upon theſe two Ac- 
e counts Oppoſers may fairly reject the latter as 
e apocryphal, without involving themſelves in the 
% Abſurdity of rejecting all ancient Writings what=- 
« /oever.””* On the contrary, I have ſhewn you d 
in this Letter, from undeniable Vouchers, that 
it was never once queſtion'd or diſputed who was 
the Author of that Goſpel we aſcribe to St. Mat- 
thew, nor are there any Teſtimonies exiſting of its 
unfaithful Tranſmiſſion, but J have laid before you 
clear and full Evidence of its coming to us entire 
and uncorrupted z whoever therefore rejects it, muſs 
involve himſelf in the Abſurdity of rejefting all an- 
cient Writings whatſoever. I will further add, as 
my Opinion, that there is no one profane W ri- 
ting extant of near the ſame Antiquity that has 
one hundredth Part of the Evidence for its Ge- 
nuineneſs and Purity which this Goſpel has. He 
proceeds, For betides that they (i. e. the Op- 
« poſers of St. Matthew's Goſpel) think their 
© Authors certain, we have no ſuch plain Evi- 
&« dence for their Adulteration; as neither was it 
ce ever the Intereſt of any Set of Men fo egregi- 
ce ouſly to corrupt them in ſupport of private 
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die 
& Opinions.” I appeal to you whether he has 
produc'd any one ſingle Teſtimony, or made it 
appear in the leaſt probable, upon any Grounds 
whatſoever , that our preſent Goſpel has been 


_ ever adulterated or corrupted? What the Here» 


ticks did with their Golpel is nothing to ours, 
Should any- particular Sect now take it into their 
Heads to alter one of the Four Goſpels, and ac- 


commodate it, as they might fancy, in a better 


manner for their own Uſe, what would this be 
to the Church of England? Or how would the 

Goſpels that we read every Sunday in our Aſſem- 
blies be affected herewith? In like manner, what 
the Nazarens and Ebjonites did was among them- 
ſelves. The Copies of St. Matthew's Goſpel , 
which were read in all the Apoſfolick and Ca- 
tholick Churches from St. John's Time, could no 
ways be affected with what they did, nor could 
poſſibly admit of any Change or Alteration, but 


it muſt have been immediately diſcover'd; and 


ſuch Contentions among Parties would have 
thence enſued, as we mult neceſſarily have heard 
of it. Be it the Intereſt of what Set of Men you 
pleaſe to corrupt the ſacred Writings in ſupport of 


private Opinions, there will be always another Set 


of Men of a different Opinion and Intereſt, who 
will be as watchful that no ſuch Alterations be 


made. Diverſity of Sentiments among the Pro- 


feſſors of Chriſtianity has been one certain Means 
of ſecuring the ſacred Writings from Corruption. 
For ſhould any one be ſo wicked to change them 
as he thought might make beſt for his own Te- 
nets, his Opponents would moſt certainly diſco- 
ver the Fraud, and warn Chriſtians againſt it. 
But are we to ſuppoſe that all Chriſtians, having 
their Views fixed upon worldly Intereſt, have 


manag'd Parties as a Step to Gain and Prefer. 
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ment? Were there not always in the Church 
many fincere Believers, who had the greateſt Ve- 
neration for the facred Writings, as eſteeming 
them che Ground of their F aith, and the Foun- 
dation of all their Hopes in a future Life, which 


they would rather die than part with? Would: 


thele Perſons ſuffer any Alteration to be made in 
Books which they held fo cred ? Were not 
theſe conſtant Guardians of their Parity? What 
your Author further adds, that the Clergy of rhe 


Church of 22 Would tie Men down to an im- 
0 


plicit Belief of every Book of | Scripture, aud every 
Paſſage in thoſe Books, witmour  EXAMINA- 
TIONÞ, is a downright Slander. You have a 
large Acquaintance with the Clergy. Have you 
not often heard, them lament, that People will 
not be perſuaded to examine Things as they 


ought; that ſuch is the natural Indolence of 


Mank ind, that far the n Part will always 
take Things upon Truſt, and build their Faith 
upon a wrong Foundation? Have you not heard 
many of them preſs their Auditors with all Ear- 
neſtneſs to enquire and ſearch into the Grounds 
of their Religion, and to act becoming Men, 
from a rational Conviction? When this Author 
can prove that any of our ſacred Books rigidly 
inſiſt on Things which neither tend to the Honour of 


| God, nor the Good of Men, and which evidently 
diſagree with the Light of Nature and the Reaſon of 
Things, as he affirms they many times do e, I frankly 
Lowe him to give them up, as no Part of the 


ord of God. Bur I would not have him think 
that his bare Aſſertion can be of any weight; I 


ſhall expect very plain and full Evidence of this, 

before I can be induc'd to part with Books that 

have approv'd themſelves to the n 
O 2 990 
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of the wiſeſt Men for upwards of Sixteen hun- 
dred Years together. Does he imagine that no 
one has cxamin'd them by the Light of Nature 

and the Keaſon of Things before himſelf? Did 
the great Men of former Ages receive em with- 
out having firſt weigh'd them in this Balance? 
Or had they not the Light of Nature in that 
Perfection which he has? Without any Dimi- 
nution to his Parts, I'Il venture to ſay, they have 
ten thouſand times undergone a more rigid Scru- 
tiny than his Capacity would have reach'd, and 
| have been approv'd. He adds, 7o be govern'd by 

the Light of Nature and the Reaſon of Things, is by 
the Letter-Writer deemed an Infidel Principle d; 
which, I ſuppoſe, is what he refers to, when he 
ſays the Biſhop reproaches thoſe who pretend to a 
Juſt and neceſſary Freedom in exdmining the ſacred 
Hritings.* But the Biſhop aſſerts no ſuch thing. 
He excepts againſt Infidels as the ſole Fudges of 
what is agreeable to the Light of Nature, and 
the Reaſon of Things, and very juſtly. For if we 
are to be tried at their Court, we know what 
muſt be rhe Event. Should we make their Rea- 
ſon the Standard, we may indeed immediately 
throw away our Bibles, as of no further Uſe ; 
bu, Thanks be 10 God, there have been Men 
who have ſhewn as much Judgment and as great 
Penetration as any Infidel, that have demonſtra- 
ted the ſincereſt Belief of the Sacred Writings, 
and were fully perſuaded, thar whar's contain'd 
therein is every way apreeable to the Light of Na- 
ture, and the Reaſon of things. That my Lord 
of London is not againſt examining the Scriptures 
by the Light of Nature, and the Reaſon of things, fully 
appears from his own Words: Thoſe among us, 
ce who have lahour'd of late Vcars to ſet up Reaſon 
& againſt Revelation, wou'd make it paſs for an eſta- 
&« hliſh'd 
4 Diſſert. p. 59. © Diſlert. p. 58. marg. Note. 
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6e bliſh'd Truth, That if you will embrace Re- 
& velation, you muſt of courſe quit your Rea- 
“ fon; which, if it were true, wou'd doubtleſs 


& be a ſtrong Prejudice againſt Revelation. But 


“ ſo faris this from being true, that it is univer- 
& ſally acknowledg'd, that Revelation itſelf is ta 
& ſtand or fall by the Teſt of Reaſon; or, in other 
& Words, according as Reaſon finds the Evi- 
« dences of its coming from God, to be, or 
& not to be ſufficient and concluſive; and THE 
© MATTER OF 1T to contradict, or not contra- 
ce dict the natural Notions which Reaſon gives us 
« of the Being and Attributes of God, and of the 
ce eſſential Differences between Good and Evil f “. 


Can any thing be ſaid in a ſtronger manner? 


What follows in your Author is a molt inju- 


rious Attack made upon the Biſhop, withour 


any the leaſt Handle given. He calls him the 
declared Enemy to rational Liberty. But what 
Ground is there for ſuch a Charge? Were not 
his Lordſhip for every Man's examining the 
Foundation of his Religion, and making uſe of 
his Reaſon, to what End did he write his three 


| Paſtoral Letters? Hear him tpeak for himſelf: 


“ 1 endeavour'd, in my firſt Letter, to bring 


ce the Evidences of the Truth and Authority ok 


cc the Chriſtian Revelation into as near a Com- 
ce paſs as I cou'd; that having ſet them before 
ce you in one View, and in their united Strength, 
« you might be able to judge for yourſebves 5. He 
that is for leaving every Man to judge for him- 

ſelf, can never, with any Shadow of Juſtice, be 
ſtil'd an Enemy to rational Liberty. Tis with 
equal Candor and Truth your Author proceeds 

in what follows. © "Tis worth while the 

„ obſerving, how artfully this declared Enemy 

— to 

f Second Paſt. Lett. þ. 4. Second Paſt. Lett. p. 2 
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* to rational Liberty applies himſelf there , to 
the Prejudices of vulgar Believers, ffirring up 
c their > grate againſt thoſe who pretend to 
“ judge for themſelves in the Conſtruction of 
“Holy Writ; and inſinuating, as if it ſhou'd be 
% great Piety in Men always zo diſtruſt their own. 
* Underſtandings, but preſumptuous Wickedneſs 
in them ever 70 doubt of their Wit or Fidelity, 
* thro' whoſe Hands the Sacred Volumes have 
& been tranſmitted, and who pretend now au- 
_ & thoritatively to dictate their true Meaning to 
c them; 7»/ulting alſo poor Sceptics on that Ac- 
ce count, and for daring to ſuſpect they may 
& ſometimes hit upon falſe Readings, and poſſi- 
& bly be impos'd on, in Point of Divine Reve- 
& lation ; which he will by no means ſuffer, tho 
© thoſe Readings ſhou'd contradict (as is ſaid) 
«© natural Light, and the Reaſon of things.“ I 
have read over the Pages referr'd to with ſome 


Attention; and can't diſcover one word of all 


this either expreſs'd, or by any fair and juſt Con- 
ſequence. There appears nothing to me, but a 
Repreſentation of what the Author of Chriſtiani- 
ty as old as the Creation maintains, as near as may 
be, in his own Words, with an expreſs Refe- 
rence to the Pages where the Words are to be 
found. That you may the better judge, I'll add 
the Paſſage. ** Since my firſt Paſtoral Letter, 
ce the Patrons of Infidelity have told us openly, 
ce and without Reſerve, how little they conſider 
ce the Scriptures as a Rule to Men, either of 
„ Belief or Practice. They plead for the read- 
ing them with ſuch Freedom, as to ant or 
“ Jifſent, juſt as they judge it agrees or diſagrees 
% with the Light of Nature, and the Reaſon of 
| 5 « Thing 


IT Third Paſt. Lett. p. 6, 7. i Diſſert. p. 52. 
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„ Things; and commend thoſe as the only wiſe 
„Men, who believe not the Doftrines, becauſe 
“ contain'd in Scripture, but the Scripture on ac- 
count of the Dodtrines; who admit not any of 
* its Doftrines, without an Examination by that 


* Rule*; who admit ſuch things for divine Scri- 


„ pture, as | they being Judges | tend to the Ho- 
* nour of God, and the Good of Men, and nothing 
« elſe; and who do not admit any thing to be writ 
& by divine Inſpiration, tho it occurs ever ſo often 
* in Scripture, till they are certain it will bear the 
& Teſt they lay down®. They inſiſt farthey, 

„ how eaſily Mankind may be impos'd on in t 
“ Point of Revelation; and how little Certainty 
© there is, or can be, that any Revelation has 
, been convey d entire to diſtant Times and Places 
& and they reſt much upon the great Number of 
% various Readings in the Copies of the New Teſta- 
“ ment, as rendring it uncertain to us what the 
© true Text was“; and alledge, that no Court of 
& Fudicature admits of a Copy, tho taken from the 
& Original, without Oath made by a diſintereſted Per- 
“ on, of bis having compar d it with the Original , 
„from whence they conclude, how unreaſonable 
6« it is abſolutely to depend in things of the greateſt 
Moment on voluminous Writings, which have 
been ſo often tranſcrib'd by Men who never ſaw 
„the Original?. ls there here any artful apply- 
ing to the Prejudices of vulgar Believers? Any 
ſtirring up their Reſentments againſt ſuch who judge 
for themſelves? Any [uſinuations, as though it 
would be great Piety in Men always to diſtruſt their 
own Underſtandings, and preſumptuous Wickedneſs 
in them ever to doubt of THEIR Wit or Fidelity 
thra' whoſe Hands the ſacred Volumes have been 
| | tranſmits 


* Chriſtianity as old as the Creation, p. 201. 
Ibid. p. 371, 192, 328. m Thid. p. 185. 
* Ibid. p. 284, 324. 9 Ibid. p. 324. 


( 704 ) 
tranſmitted? Or any Inſult upon Sceptics? If there 
be, I muſt own I have not Penetration to dif- 
cern it; and am confident it mutt miſs of its 
Aim. I readily own myſelf of the Number of 
vulgar Believers; but never found my Reſent- 
ments in the leatt warm'd againſt thoſe who judge 
for themſelves, by reading this Paſſage. If there 
be not, your Author deſerves too black a Cha- 
racter for me to name. If the Biſhop has miſ- 
repreſented the Senſe of the Book he quotes, and 
the Author had pointed out his Miſtakes, he 
wou'd, no doubt, have been commended ; but 
to frame ſo many things of his own Brain, and 
aſcribe them to the Biſhop, is what every honeſt 
Man muſt deteſt. ; | 
In another place ? he affirms, that the Letter- 
Writer cannct be wholly excus'd from foul Lan- 
guage. Is not this a notorious Calumny ? Is there 
one indecent Expreſſion dropp'd any where thro' | 
the whole Letter? What he refers to is unque- | 
ſtionably in the Paſſage before us. He 1s offend- 
ed, that the Biſhop ſhou'd rank the Author of 
Chriſtianity as old as the Creation among the Pa- 
trons of Infidelity. And will this Man undertake 
to prove, that Infidelity is not patroniz'd and 
defended in that Book? When he has made it 
appear that it is not, ÞIl anſwer for it, my Lord 
of London will beg his Pardon, and make him 
ample amends. 
He ſays, © Some Alterations, e know, were 
„ made in the New Teſtament ; found out and = 
* exploded, and yet continu'd *”,. And again: 
& The Clergy of the Church of England know 
& the Sacred Scriptures have been horridly a- 
4 hbus'd, with reſpect even to ſome Eſſentials*”. 
And yet again; *”Tis a thing notorious to Di- 
&« vines, 
y Diſlert. p. 79. 4 Tbid. p. 56. r Ibid. p. 58. 
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« vines, and Dr. Mill hath made it manifeſt to 
ce the World, that no one Book hath ſuffered ſo 
& much by the Length of Time, nor been fo 
« perfidiouſly dealt with, (by the pretended 
& Guardians of it) as the New Teſtament in 
« general.“ You have ſeen too much reaſon to 
ſuſpe& the Truth of theſe Aſſertions, from his 
prefacing them with we know, and the Clergy 
know, and it's notorious. And could he have made 
any Proof of them, is it to be thought he would 
have concealed it? Till he is pleaſed to oblige us 
with Particulars, they muſt reſt upon his Affir- 
mati ve and my Negative. Had he given us the 
Words of Dr. Mill, or referr'd us to any Paſſages 
of his Work, we might have known what to 
have ſaid; but to ſuch general Accuſations as 
theſe, there's no other Anſwer to be return'd but 


to put him upon the Proof of them. We have 


ſo often found him defective where he has pre- 
tended to bring Evidence, that we ſhould be 
much in the wrong to take his. Word where he 


does not. Among that great Variety of Manu- 


ſcript Copies which are come down to us, is it 
any Wonder that there ſhould be one or two 
that have paſſed thro” heretical Flands, and have 
ſuffered Alterations ? Was it any Reflection on 
the Apoſtolick Churches, that the Ebionites, 
Marcionites, and other Hereticks, wickedly abu- 
ſed the Copies of the New Teſtament that were 
| among them? Are the Churches which kept 
their Books pure and uncorrupt, to be charged 
with the Perfidy of Hereticks ? Dr. Mill may 
poſſibly have countenanc'd ſome corrupted Co- 
pies too far, and has undoubtedly carried his Con- 
jectures ot Alterations that ought to be made in 

our preſent Copy of A Teſtament beyond 


what 


2 Difſert. p. 58. marg. Note. 
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what is reaſonable, as. has been fully ſhewn by 
Dr. Whitby and others. But is there ſetting any 
Bounds to the Conjectures of learned Men? Have 
we not a Poem in our own Language juſt now 


publiſh'd with infinitely greater Alterations pro- 


poſed? A Poem but of yeſterday, the firſt Edi- 
tions whereof are ſtil] extant? Will any one be 
thence perſyaded that the Poet has been perfidi- 
- ouſly dealt with by his Editors? There are ſome 
W ords in an {talick Character follow thoſe I have 


cited from your Author, which perhaps you may 


not underſtand. Leſt you ſhould think there is 
fome Myſtery in them, I'll tell you they ſignify 
nothing more than Conſult Whetſten's Preface to 
the New Teftament. I have follow'd the Advice 
given, and find nothing there to your Author's 


Purpoſe, but in flat Contradiction to what he 


here advances, M betſien, ſpeaking of Dr. Mill's 
Collection of various Readings, fays, If may 
add my Opinion, I cannot - ſufficiently admire, that 
among ſo many Thouſand various Readings ſhould 
be reckon'd ſo many Trifles, Soleciſms, not only the 
moſt apparent, but even monſirous Errors of Tran- 
ſeribers; and what is aſtoniſhing, even the groſſeſt 


Faults of Printers, When all this Trumpery is 


 #brawn aſide, not a hundredth Part of the various 
Readings which remain are of any moment. And 
fince learned Men are unanimous that even this hun- 


dredth Part contains nothing which prejudices the 


Senſe of our preſent Reading, much leſs which openly 
contradifts it, I think it admirably proves the Ge- 


wuineneſs or Authentickneſs of the Copy we uſe. * 


Your Author ſays, That “ in St. Matthew's Go- 
„ ſpel, which conſiſts of about One thouſand 
« One hundred Verſes, there are to be found no 
« leſs than a thouſand various Readings ; which 


„ are 
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6 are Alterations in every Verſe, and al- 
« molt in every Part of every Verſe.” © A thous 


ſand various Readings does not amount to one in 


a Verſe; and it muſt have been fix or ſeven times 
that Number to have made it true that there are 
Alterations in almoſt every Part of every Verſe. 
Had we a greater Number of ancient Manuſctipt 
Copies of the New Teſtament extant, there 
might appear yet a greater Variety of Readings, 
and yet | believe there is no learned Chrjſtian 
but wiſhes, that where we are in poſſeſſion of 
one ſuch Copy, we had two or ten. For nor- 
withſtanding that ſmall Variety which muſt al- 
ways neceſſarily ariſe from Miſtakes in tranſcri- 
bing, the Agreement of ſuch a Number of good 
Copies, put the true Reading beyond all Diſpute. 
But my Lord of London has given fo juſt an Ac- 
count of this Matter, that nothing can be added 
to it. 4 | | 
The laſt Enquiry of your Author is, concern- 

ing the internal Teſtimony this Goſpel according 10 
Matthew affords of its divine Authority, or rather 
the Defect which the Renouncers of this Goſpel com- 
plain of in that reſpect. Under this Head he ſays, 
* The Holy Spirit could never be the Authot 
of thoſe Contradictions, Diflocations, Impro- 
„ prieties and Difagreements, which Divines the 
* moſt learned and pious have pointed out in 
“their Comments on this Goſpel.” e To Ac- 
cuſations ſo general | hope you need no Anſwer, 
cannot recolle& any one who has charg'd St. 
Matthew with contradicting himſelf. What St. 
Ihryſoſtom, who is cited in the Margin, fays, is 
with regard to one Evangeliſt's differing from 
another, and not with regard to St. Matthew's 
P24 - differing 

© Diſlert. p. 57. 4 Paſtoral Letter, p. 65, 66, 67. 
. © Diſlert. 9. 63, 64. 
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differing from himſelf. There may be a Variety 
of Circumſtances mention'd in two different Re- 
lations of the ſame Fact without any Contradi- 
ion: And it is of this ſeeming Diſagreement in 
{mall Things that St. Chryſoſtom e xpreſſes him- 
ſelf f, and juſtly obſerves from it, that there was 
no Confederacy among the Writers of the Four 
Goſpels; which, according to your Author's 
conſtant Method of repeating Things, is a ſecond 
time miſrepreſented by him after a few Pages. 5 
The next thing objected is, The Mean- 
e neſs and Inaccuracy of the Compoſure, and the 
&« partial imperfect Account the Author gives 
% without Order or Coherence of that illuſtrious 
* Perſon who is his only Subject; as they ſhew 
* him to be much inferior in Genius and Capa- 
ce city to the unaſſiſted Grecian and Roman Hiſto- 
“s rians of thoſe Times, ſo therefore far unequal 
% to a Task which ſhou'd prove of that near 
«. Conſequence and Importance to the World. 
& For, I confels, it is not eaſy to give into that 
&« Notion of St. Paul, that a Being of infinite 
&« Wiſdom ſhou'd chooſe the fooliſh and the weak, 
« the baſe and deſpis'd, that is, thoſe who are 
c fartheſt off his own Image, even the Idiotical 
c Brutiſh part of Mankind, to teach and reform 
& the Wiſe, or that he ſhou'd delight in ſuch 
&« rude Inſtruments, merely to ſhew his Power 
& againſt, and confound thoſe who with com- 
« mendable Labour and Study have adorn'd 
& themſelves with uſeful Knowledge * ”. 
I have already obſerv'd to you, that had the 
Apoſtles been Men of great Eloquence and a 
fine Addreſs, it's poſſible ſome might have 
aſcrib'd the Succels of their Preaching to meer 
| f Chryſ. Hom. 1. in Matt. p. 3. E Diſſert. p. 76, 77. 
h x, Cor. i. 27, 28. Diſſert. p. 64, 65. 
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human Perſuaſion. This poſſibly may be one 
Reaſon (if it be lawful for Mortals to offer n 
Conjecture concerning the 'unfathomable Coun- 
ſels of the Divine Being) why it pleas'd 


Almighty God to chooſe thoſe who were the 
fooliſh and the weak, the baſe and the deſpisd in 


the Eye of the World, to make known and 
propagate the higheſt Wiſdom, that is, the 
Goſpel of his Son Jeſus Chriſt. There might 
be Reaſons alſo peculiar to that Time, ſuch as 
the monſtrous Pride of the Jewiſh Rulers and 
Scribes, and of the Greek Philoſophers. The 
former of which had the Poor and Illiterate in 
the utmoſt Contempt, and confin'd the Gifts of 
the Spirit to the Rich, the Wiſe, and the Pow- 
erful; and the latter were generally as arrogant 
as though Wiſdom were to die with them. The 
Interpretation added by your Author, is doing 


violence to St. Paul's Words, and the remoteſt 


from his Senſe that can be. Certainly Perſons 
might in the Eyes of theſe conceitedly wiſe and 
great Men, be fooliſh and weak, baſe and deſpis d, 
and yet poſſeſs many valuable Qualifications in a 
high Degree, and be infinitely nearer their Ma- 
ker's Image, than were they who threw all this 
Contempt on them. Nor does St. Paul intimate, 
that God choſe them meerly to ſhzw his Power 

againſt, and confound thoſe who with commendable 
Labour and Study have adorn'd themſelves with 
uſeful Knowledge. There is not a Word ſaid of 
ſhewing his Power; and the Perſons to be made 
aſham'd or confounded, were not thoſe who had 
ſought to adorn themſelves with u/eful Know- 


ledge. There was little /efu] Knowledge, either 


among the Phariſaict Doctors or the vaunting 
Philoſophers, and that little they had was not 


employ'd to the beſt Purpoſes, ſuch as the Go- 
vernment 


| () 
vernment of their Paſſions, and Conduct of their 


Lives, to make them better Men, and con- 
ſequently was ſo far from adorning them that it 


ſet their Deformity in the ſtronger Light. Seve- 


ral of the Greek and Roman Hiſtorians had ſeen 
much of the World, were Men of great Pene- 
tration, and knew well how to apply what they 
had obſerv'd; they have therefore not only em- 


belliſh'd their Subjects with all the proper Or- 


naments of Speech, but made many wiſe and 


uſeful Reflections; and it was highly commen- 


dable in them ſo to do. But Sr. Matthew's 
buſineſs was to relate naked Facts. He was to 
give us a plain, ſimple Narrative of his Maſter's 
Actions and Sayings, and to add nothing of 
his own. And whether theſe were ranged in 
the exact Order of Time in which they happened, 
was of no great Conſequence. It required no 
deep Inſight into human Nature, no Skill in 
Policy, no great Judgment to do this, but a 
faithful Memory; and herein, leſt any thing ne- 
ceſſary ſhou'd be forgotten by them, were the 
Apoſtles promis'd the divine Aſſiſtance, Cou'd 


your Author prove the Inaccuracy of this Com- 
poſure, with regard to the Truth of any thing 
therein related, he might do ſomewhat: ro the 


purpoſe; but to ſhew the Meanneſs and Inaccu- 
racy of the Style or Method, is doing nothing. 


And even herein, poſſibly, he might not find it 
the eaſieſt matter to anſwer what has been ſaid 


by learned Men on the other ſide of the Queſti- 


on. He calls it @ partial imperfett Account: Is it 
any where ſaid then, that St. Matthew under- 


took to give us a rmpleat Hiſtory of our Lord's 


Life? If what he has done was ſufficient for the 
purpoſes intended, though it's far from being an 


Account of all that our Lord ſaid and did, yet 
I . | WT 
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may it be properly ſtiled a compleat and perfe& 


Work. . 

Another Objection againſt this Goſpel is taken 
from the Genealogy at the Beginning. © Hence 
e the two famous Arch-hereticks, Cerinthus and 
& Carpocras, with their numerous Followers, 
took upon them to prove, that Jeſus was ſprung 
in the ordinary way from Joſeph and Mary, 


“ and therewithal to deny his Divinity and In- 


„ carnation*.” It's moſt certain, they muſt firſt 
have corrupted their Copies, before they cou'd 
pretend to prove zhis from them. The Ebionites, 


who were of the ſame Opinion with Cerinthus 


in this Point, cut off this Part of the Goſpel l. 
Eßpiphanius ſuſpects the ſame of the Nazarens . 
And I am miſtaken, if he does not contradict 
himſelf with regard to Cerinthus. Either I read him 
wrong, or he ſays that Cerinthus and others uſe the 
Goſpel of St. Matthew in part, but not in whole, 
becauſe of the Genealogy a. I have not the Book 


now by me to enter into a thorough Examina- 


tion of it; nor is it of any great Conſequence: 
For ſhou'd Cerinihus have undertaken to prove 

from thence, that all Chriſt's Followers ought 
to be circumcis'd, I hope we are no more oblig'd 
to be of his Opinion in the former Caſe than in 
the latter; and the one is as juſtly concluded as 
the other. When your Author ſays, © in this 
famous Inftance of making Jeſus to deſcend 
„ from Joſeph the Carpenter, Matthew apparent- 


& ly contradicts St. Luke,” I begin to be afraid 


for him. He has a&ed the Part of Hereticks ſo 
long, I wiſh his Head be not turn'd. He fan- 


cies himſelf now a real Cerinthian, with their 


* Diſſert. p. 66. ! Epiphan. Hær. 30. n. 13. 

m E piph. Hær. 29. n. 9. 
7 Epiph. Her. 28. n. 5 
3 | 
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Goſpel before him; and reading, that Jeſus was 
1 the Son of Joſeph and Mary by natural Genera- 
| tion. And becauſe St. Lyke deſcribes the Salu- 
| tation of the bleſſed Virgin, he rejects that Go- 
ſpel with Scorn. He proceeds, poor Man! ra- 

_ ving, © This is not the only Inſtance wherein they 
& differ on this Head. W hoever will be at the 
© Pains to compare Matthew's Genealogy with 
ce that tranſmitted to us from St. Luke, and Mat- 

| & thew's again with the Hebrew Pedigrees in the 

| Old Teſtament, will find gradatim, as he pro- 

“ ceeds, that he ſcarcely agrees with St. Luke, 

e or the ſacred Canon of the Old Teſtament, 
& in a ſingle Degree of Deſcent, except thoſe 

C ofthe Patriarchs, notorious to all.” The Genea- 
logies in Matthew and Luke are, beyond all Diſpute, 
different; the one being deriv'd from Solomon, 
the other from Nathan, Sons of David. And 

| what then? Might they not be both true, ac- 

cording to the Hebrew Manner of reckoning ? If 

| he can prove that they were not, it will be to 

| his Purpoſe. To ſay, that St. Matthew's Gene- 

| alogy /carcely agrees with the ſacred Canon of the 

| Old Teſtament in a ſingle Degree of Deſcent, ex- 

; - cept thoſe of the Patriarchs, is ſo far from being 

| 


ö 
1 


* 


true, that in the firſt ſixteen from Judah down- 

ward, there's not the minuteſt Difference; after 
which indeed there's an entire Omiſſion of three 
Degrees; and then they run on again exactly the 
ame for ſeven together, when in ſome Copies 
| there's an Omiſſion of one Degree, and in ſome 
FX not; after this follow two the ſame, and then 
oſſibly may be an Omiſſion of one: next comes 
Zorobabel; and atter his Children or Grandchil- 
dren, the Genealogy in the Old Teſtament cea- 
| ſes. Theſe Genealogies of St. Matthew and 
and St. Luke were, no Goubt, of excellent Ser- 
vice 
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vice at the Time they were written; and had 
they not been true, wou'd never have been re- 
ceiv'd by the Church at Jeruſalem, or approved 
by the Apoſtle ohn. 
The four next things objected, which are, 


the Miſapplications of Prophecies , the Relation © 


of the three Magi's coming from the Eaſt conducted 
y a Star to fee Feſus ', the fixing this Affair un- 
der the Reign of Herod, when, according to Luke, 
Jeſus was born at the Time Cyrenius was Governor 
of Syria, and the Slaughter of the Infants *; 
are taken from two Books ſuppos'd to be written 


by Mr. Collins, the one called, The Grounds and 


Reaſons of the Chriſtian Religion; the other, The 
Scheme of Literal Prophecy conſider'd; both 
which have been fully anſwer'd by the now 
Right Reverend Father in God the Lord Biſhop 


of Durham, to whole very learned and moſt ex- 


cellent Books I refer you. Some of theſe Ob- 
jections have been alſo conſider'd by the Reve- 
rend and Ingenious Mr. Lardner, in his Credibi- 
lity of the Goſpel Hiſtory; a curious, learned 
and uſeful Work, well worthy your attentive 
Peruſal. 

Fauſtus, a Manichzan Heretick, who liv'd in 
the decline of the fourth Century, objected the 
ſame things, and was anſwer'd by St. Auguſl in. 


What I obſerv'd of the other Hereticks is true 


of him: He did not reject this Goſpel from any 
certain account he had receiv'd, that St. 
Matthew was not the Author, but becauſe he 


© Diſſert. p. 67, 68. anſwer'd in the Defence of Chriſti- 
anity, p. 265, Cc. 
y Diflert. p. 69, 70. anſwer'd in the Vind. of the Def. 
p. 413. 
bDiſſert. p. 71. anſwer'd in the Vind. of the Def. p. 432. 
r Diſlert. p. 71. anſrer'd in the Vind. of the Def. p. 461, 
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cou'd not accommodate it to his own Senti. 
ments. One reaſon why he believ'd not St. 


Matthew to be the Author, was, becauſe he 


ſpeaks of himſelf in the third Perſon, and at 
the ſame time ab/urdly acknowledg'd the Goſpel 
of St. John, who likewiſe ſpeaks of himſelf 
always in the third Perſon. * ES: 
Your Author's laſt Objection is againſt the 
two firſt Chapters only. © That neither of 


e them were to be found either in the Nazaren 


© or Ebionite Goſpel, which was undoubtedly 
& the antient Hebrew of the Holy Apoſtle; 
& nor, which is more ſurprizing, in one of the 


© old MS. Copies of the Goſpel according to 
Mart, which by moſt Divines antient and 


& modern, is conceiv'd to be but an Epitome of 


 & Matthew's*. The Inaccuracy and Looſeneſs 
of this Man's way of Writing, I might have 


obſerv'd to you many times when I have omitted 


it, Here I am neceſſarily led to it. Does he 
mean that the Nazaren and Ebionite Goſpel were 


the ſame, or two different ones? If he means 
that they were the ſame, it is contrary to plain 
Fact. If two different ones; which of them was 
Matthew's ancient Hebrew? He affirms confi- 
dently that the Nazaren Goſpel wanted the two 
firſt Chapters which are in St. Matthew's; but 
what Evidence will he bring of it? Epiphanius 
ſpeaks but doubtingly of the matter. And 


although he is ſo fully perſuaded, that one or 


both of theſe was the antient Hebrew of St. 
Matthew, I have fully prov'd to you the con- 
trary. The Goſpel according- to the - Hebrews 
(by which common Appellation both theſe Go- 
ſpels went) was diſtinguiſh'd by the Ancients 
* Auguſt. cont. Fauſt. L. 17. 
© Diſlert. p. 72. 
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from St. Matthew's, and was not quoted by them 


as of Authority. * This Man uſually deals with 


Divines by wholeſalez he here fays, that Mark's 


Goſpel is by MosT Divines, ancient and modern, con- 


ceiv'd to be but an Epitome of Matthew's. Do you 


believe him? That St. Mark's Goſpel is no A- 
bridgment of St. Matthew's, is fully evident from 
the Hiſtory we have of the Occaſion and Man- 
ner of its being written, and will manifeſtly ap- 
pear to any one that will be at the Pains to com- 
pare them, St. Matthew's Accounts being often 
ſhorter, and leſs particular than St. Mark's; and 
St. Mark giving a Relation of ſeveral Things 
which St. Matthew has omitted; which this Au- 
thor might have ſeen made out by a Perſon he 


has more than once mention'd, and that is the 


learned Mr. Jones, in his Vindication of St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel. And after all, had it been an Epi- 
tome of St. Matthew's, I ſee no manner of Force 
in this Argument. W hy might not the Abridger 
chuſe to leave out the two Fr Chapters, as well 


as the fifth, ſixth, and ſeventh? Why not the 


two firſt, as well as the eleventh and twenty- 
fifth? What Dependance can there be on the 
Humour and Caprice of an Epitomizer? And 
what kind of Proof muſt that be which reſts 
wholly thereon? That the two firſt Chapters, as 
well as the reſt, came from St. Matthew's own 
Hand, we have the fulleſt Evidence; they are 


frequently cited by Clement of Alexandria and Ire- 


næus; Juſtin Martyr * read them, and they were 
in the Copies made uſe of by Celſus,“ who liv'd 


in the Time of the Emperor Adrian. And from 
that Fragment of St. Polycarp which I tranſlated, 


Qs it's 
« Orig. Hom. 8. in Matt. * Dial. cum Tryph. p. 394- 
Y Orig. con. Celſ. L. 1. p. 45. 
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it's plain alſo that the beginning of St Matthew's 
Goſpel was the ſame in his Time as noc. 

I have now gone through all the Arguments 
urged by this Author: I am not conſcious that I 
have neglected one. He has a fine Talent of re- 
peating the ſame Things in different Parts of his 
Work; had I repeated my Anſwers, it might 


not have been done with ſo good a Grace, and 
would have lengthen'd our this Epiſtle to a large 


Volume; if therefore any particular Objections 
of his are overlook'd in one Place, you'll be ſure 
to find an Anſwer to them in ſome other Part of 


this Letter. His chief Strength lics in the Foible 


of Divines; ſome of them, it muſt be own'd, 
have ran ſtrange Lengths in groundleſs Conje- 


crures and romantick Schemes; had they always 


kept to ſtrict Matters of Fact, and not indulg'd 
their Imaginations (which in Things of a ſacred 
Nature ſure cannot be without Crime) a. great 
Part of the Diſſertation or Enquiry,@&9c. had been 
unwritten; however, this :s certain, that no ſo- 
lid Argument againſt the Truth of a Thing can 
be drawn from the Miſtakes of ſuch who are en- 

ag'd in the Defence of it. Among many right 
S don, ſome falſe ones may be made by 
them, without prejudicing the Cauſe they un- 
dertake; and tho” they differ one from another 
in thoſe Aſſertions which are the Fruits of Fan- 
ey, and have no juſt Foundation, they all agree 
in the main Facts: Had this Author followed 


them in the one as cloſely as he has done in the 


other, the Object ions he has ſtarted would have 
needed no other Anſwer. . 
li is very true, Madam, as you have often of 
late obſerved to me, that our Liberty is degene- 


rated into Licentiouſneſs; and it may be never 
were there ſuch Heaps of lewd and profane Stuff 


from 
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from the Preſs as at this time. But I beg of you 

to conſider, whether it is not much better to 
bear this Inconvenience than to want ſo valuable 
a Bleſſing as Liberty? and whether there be any, 

Method can by the Wit of Man be deviſed to 
reſtrain this Licentiouſneſs, which will not at 
the ſame time prevent a uſeful and commendable 
Liberty? You need be under no Pain for the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion; if Celſus, Por- 
phyry and Julian could not confute it, we need 
fear none of our modern Adverſaries. The half- 
thinking and the half: learned are the Men that 
have uſually appear'd among us in the Cauſe of 
Infidelity. The greateſt Men of our own, as 
well as of paſt Ages, have been ſincere Believers 
of the ſacred Writings. Lock, Wool, As rox, 
and NEwToN, will be acknowledg'd by all the 
World to be of ſuperior Genius and Learning to 
, T——, and the Author of the Diſſerta- 
tion. Pardon me that I have run ſo great a 
Length; it is the firſt time I ever ſinned in this 
manner, and I believe it will be the laſt. You _ 
know my Averſion to writing. As nothing but 

your Commands could have engaged me to be- 
gin it, ſo your Approbation as I have proceeded 


has taken off the Tediouſneſs, and render'd it 


agrecable and delightful. If it prove of any Ser- 
vice among your numerous Acquaintance, I ſhall 
have the Satisfaction to look back on the Hours 
ſpent herein, not only as pleaſant but as profita- 
ble, and with the juſteſt Reaſon return you my 
heartieſt Thanks that you have given me this 
Occaſion of profeſſing how much I am 


Your moſt obliged 


and devoted Servant. 
P. $6 


—— ior = 


* — ry 


— 


| f | 118 7 
- 
* 4 i» P * * p 
7 
4 : 


H. SF. What your Author ſays of our preſent 
Canon in the two firſt Pages of his Book, is ſo 
rfectly well anſwer'd in a Tract of the late 
learned Dr. Samuel Clarke, which he there ſtu- 
pidly quotes as favouring his Opinion, that I 
thought I might ſafely truſt them together; you 
have, I know, the Works of that excellent Man, 


* * 


and I doubt not upon this Occaſion have read 


the little Piece of his referr'd to with freſh Plea- 
ſure. 71 = 


